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ABSTRACT

Though a collaborative effort, inseason subsistence salmon surveys addressing qualitative
assessment of run timing and abundance were conducted at selected fish camps and in
communities of fishers in the lower, middle and upper mainstem Kuskokwim River during
summers 2001-2003. Collaborators included Orutsaranniut Native Council (ONC), Kuskokwim
Native Association (KNA), McGrath Native Village Council (MNVC) and the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G). Information collec.ted from these surveys was
provided weekly to fishery managers. The Kuskokwim River fishery is cooperatively managed
by ADF&G, United States Fish and Wildlife Service, and the Kuskokwim River Salmon
Management Working Group.

Fishery managers are dependent on information from inseason run assessment projects to
evaluate salmon run strength in order to achieve management objectives. One of the primary
indicators of inseason salmon run strength is information collected from the test fishing project
conducted just upstream of Bethel. Information collected from this project provides a general
description of the relative strength of the run by species. This index of salmon abundance is
affected by the variability of run timing between years and anomalies created by environmental
factors. The inseason subsistence catch monitoring project provided additional information to
evaluate salmon run strength by obtaining the relative success of some subsistence fishers in
achieving their harvest goals. Additionally, this project provided an avenue for local user input
into the evaluation of salmon run abundance and corresponding management strategies.
Historically, fishery mangers collected information ad hoc from a few subsistence fishers.
However, the inseason subsistence monitoring program initiated in 2001 increased the quality
and consistency of information obtained from subsistence fishers. This project increased the
number and frequency of fishing family interviews increasing the credibility of the salmon catch
information. Comparisons of inseason subsistence catch information now can be made between
weeks within a year and between years. Inseason subsistence catch information has been used in
combination with other information to determine appropriate inseason management decisions.

KEY WORDS: Bethel, Chinook chum, coho, sockeye, salmon, Kuskokwim River, MNVK,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, Kuskokwim Native Association, subsistence,
Kuskokwim River Salmon Management Working Group
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INTRODUCTION

The Kuskokwim River drains an area of approximately 50,000 square miles, 11 percent of the
total area of Alaska (Brown 1983). Each year salmon return to the river and support subsistence,
commercial and sport fisheries. The average total utilization of Kuskokwim River salmon from
1994-2003 was 0.8 million fish (Tables 1 through 4). The recent lO-year (1994-2003) average
subsistence harvest from the river includes 78,485 Chinook salmon, 59,769 chum salmon,
37,652 sockeye salmon and 31,546 coho salmon. By comparison, the average annual commercial
harvest consists of 8,775 Chinook, 126,690 chum, 28,019 sockeye, and 332,023 coho salmon
(Ward et aL 2003)

Alaska Statute 10.05.258., Subsistence use and allocation of fish and game, establishes the
subsistence use priority for reasonable harvest opportunity consistent with sustained yield when
resources are not large enough to provide for all consumptive uses. Consistent with this law
Kuskokwim Area commercial fishing regulations since 1985 have limited gill net mesh size to
six inch maximum and in 1987 the directed Chinook salmon commercial fishery was
discontinued. These actions. were taken to assure sufficient salmon for escapement and
subsistence use can be annually achieved.

The Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) of 1980 mandates that rural
subsistence users have a priority over other users to take wildlife on Federal public lands where
recognized customary and traditional use patterns exist. On October 1, 1999, the Secretaries of
Interior and Agriculture published regulations to expand Federal Management of subsistence
fisheries to Alaskan river and lakes and limited marine waters within and adjacent to Federal
public lands. Federal subsistence fishing regulations are adopted by the Federal Subsistence
Board (FSB).

The Kuskokwim River salmon fisheries are managed according to the Kuskokwim River Salmon
Management Rebuilding Plan (5 AAC 07.365) adopted by the Alaska Board of Fisheries (BOF)
in January of 2001 and amended in January 2004. This management plan provides guidelines for
the rebuilding and management of the Kuskokwim River salmon fishery that will result in the
sustained yield of salmon stocks large enough to meet escapement goals and provide fishers with
a reasonable opportunity to harvest for subsistence use and to provide for fisheries other than
subsistence. The management plan provides direction for establishing a subsistence fishing
schedule allowing salmon net and fish wheel fisheries to be open for four consecutive days per
week in June and July as announced by emergency order. The schedule is implemented in a step
wise progression up the river consistent with salmon run timing and may be altered based on run
strength to achieve escapement goals. Once escapement goals are assured for Chinook and chum
salmon subsistence fishing is allowed seven days per week. The goal of the windowed
subsistence fishing schedule is to provide opportunity for the subsistence harvest of Chinook and
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chum salmon, to spread the subsistence harvest out across the run and move fish through the
lower river to spread subsistence fishing opportunity out to fishers in the upper river.

The Kuskokwim River Salmon Management Working Group (Working Group) was formed in
1988 by the BOF in response to requests from stakeholders in the Kuskokwim River drainage
who wanted to take a more active role in the management of salmon fishery resources. Since
then the Working Group has become increasingly active in the preseason, inseason, and
postseason management of the Kuskokwim River drainage subsistence, commercial, and sport
salmon fisheries. In 2001, the Working Group modified its charter in order to more effectively
address the needs of the Federal Subsistence Management Program by including members of the
Coordinating Fisheries Committee of the Yukon-Kuskokwim Delta and Western Interior
Regional Advisory Councils. The Working Group now serves as a public forum for Federal and
State fisheries managers to meet with local users of the salmon resource to review run
assessment information and reach a consensus on how to proceed with management of
Kuskokwim River salmon fisheries. The Working Group typically first meets in March or April
each calendar year; has intensive and frequent meetings during June, July, and August; and has a
wrap-up session in September or October. Working Group meetings provide the forum for area
fishers, user representatives, community representatives, Regional Advisory Council
representatives, Fish and Game Advisory Committee members, and State and Federal managers
to come together to discuss issues relevant to sustained yield fishery management and providing
for the subsistence use priority.

For the past two decades, a system has been in place to monitor salmon run tiining and run
strength though comparison of current year information to historic information, through
evaluation of test fish project catch rates and commercial harvest catch rates, and as fish begin
reaching clear water tributary streams, weir passage, sonar passage and evaluation of the
numbers of salmon on spawning grounds through aerial surveys. Evaluation of inseason
subsistence harvest information, collected in an ad hoc manner, has always been a component of
this process. The inseason subsistence fishery monitoring program covered in this report was the
first attempt on the Kuskokwim River to obtain more consistent qualitative Inseason subsistence
harvest information so as to strengthen the role of subsistence harvest information to achieve
management priorities; to meet escapement goals and provide fishers with a reasonable
opportunity to harvest amounts necessary for subsistence and, if fish remain surplus to
escapement and subsistence harvest needs, to provide for commercial and sport fisheries.

This report summarizes results from inseason subsistence harvest interviews conducted from
2001 through 2003 with subsistence fishers along the Kuskokwim River. Interviews were
conducted by the Orutsararmiut Native Council (ONC) in the Bethel area (FIS 01-225), by the
Kuskokwim Native Association (KNA) in the middle river (FIS 01-123) and by the McGrath
Native Village Council (MNVC) in the upper river (FIS 01-023). This report represents the final
report for projects FIS 01-023, FIS 01-132, and FIS 01-225 funded by the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) Office of Subsistence Management (OSM).
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OBJECTIVES

Objectives for the salmon subsistence catch monitoring projects (FIS 01-023, 01-132, 01-225)
include:

1. Determine the adequacy and quality of fish harvested by conducting weekly interviews of
subsistence salmon fishers in the Bethel area (approximately Oscarville to Kwethluk River),
the middle Kuskokwim River, and in the upper Kuskokwim River.

2. Provide oral and written summaries of interview [mdings to Alaska Department of Fish and
Game (ADF&G), USFWS, local Federal Regional Advisory Council (RAC) members, State
Fish and Game Advisory Committees, and the Working Group weekly on the Monday
following the interview week, so the information would be available to assist in inseason
fishery management decisions.

3. Estimate the age, sex, and size composition of the Chinook salmon harvested throughout all
the Kuskokwim River subsistence fisheries.

4. Build local capacity by providing opportunities for the MNVC Fishery Technician to learn
about the Takotna River weir by participating in weir operations for about two weeks each
year (FIS 01-023 only).

5. Build local capacity by providing opportunities for selected McGrath community members to
visit the Takotna River weir site and receive an orientation about weir operations, the history
of the project and reasons for its development (pIS 01-023 only).

Results from objectives three through five are not included in this report. Objective 3 is
addressed in Dubois et a1. (2002) and Molyneaux et al. (2004a and 2004b). Objectives 4 and 5
are addressed in Gilk and Molyneaux (2004), Clark and Molyneaux (2003), and Schwanke and
Molyneaux (2002).

METHODS

In consultation with ADF&G staff, ONC, KNA and MNVC hired fishery technicians to: 1)
conduct weekly mterviews with subsistence fishers along the main stem Kuskokwim River and
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2) collect biological data from subsistence caught Chinook salmon to characterize the age, sex,
and length (ASL) composition of the subsistence harvest by gear type. ONC technicians
conducted inseason subsistence interviews and collected Chinook salmon biological data in the
Lower Kuskokwim River area between Oscarville and the mouth of the Kwethluk River (FIS 01­
132). KNA technicians conducted inseason subsistence interviews and collected Chinook salmon
biological data in the Middle Kuskokwim River area from Lower Kalskag to Chuathbaluk (FIS
01-225). MNVC technicians conducted inseason subsistence interviews and collected Chinook
salmon biological data in the Upper Kuskokwim River area from Georgetown to Nikolai with
effort focused on McGrath and Nikolai residents (FIS 01-023) (Figure 1).

INTERVIEWS

The interview format was developed in conjunction with staff from ADF&G, USFWS, and local
village native councils. A draft copy of the interview format was provided to RAC and Working
Group members for comment. ADF&G staff took the lead in coordinating and finalizing the
interview format and protocols (Appendix A). Questions on the form included: family name, date
household began fishing, fish camp location, fishing area, season harvest goals by species,
qualitative assessment of weekly fishing success, progress toward achieving harvest goals, gear
types, general comments about fishing conditions, and the date the family completed salmon
fishing for each species. The questions were designed to provide information from individual
subsistence interviewed fishing families throughout the drainage to index their relative fishing
success, to determine relative harvest timing by area, to determine if fishers were selectively
harvesting specific salmon species through the use of specific mesh sizes or harvest methods, and
to determine if there were factors other than fish abundance that may have affected the relative
success of achieving their harvest goals. No goals were established regarding the number of
interviewed fishing families to be interviewed.

ADF&G staff trained technicians on interview techniques, and methods for information
management. Interviews were conducted by telephone, by two-way radio and in person with
fishers in fish-camps along the mainstem of the Kuskokwim River or in their communities of
residence. Technicians used skiffs and air taxi services to access fishers in remote locations.
Weekly interviews were conducted over the course of the season to track changes in fishing
methods, fisher observations and fisher perceptions about the salmon runs and harvests.

In a format provided by ADF&G staff, technicians edited and summarized weekly subsistence
salmon harvest information, which was provided to salmon fishery managers (Appendix B).
Collection and distribution of this infonnation provides an avenue for local user input into the
determination of salmon run abundance and corresponding management strategies and has the
potential to increase the precision of the Kuskokwim River fishery management system.

Completed inseason subsistence survey summaries (Appendix B) were generally received by
ADF&G and the USFWS staff the Monday following the interview week and were distributed to
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Working Group members and meeting participants prior to meetings. On occasion survey
technicians attended Working Group meetings and provided oral summaries of the interviews.

OUTLOOK AND MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES

Preseason information provided to fishers regarding the fishery outlook and management
strategies affect how they plan their time and schedule their activities. Poor salmon returns to
western Alaska during 1997 through the 2000 seasons, implementation of the subsistence-fishing
schedule, and commercial fishing activities influenced subsistence fishers participation in the
fishery during the years ofthis study.

2001 Season

The 2001 Kuskokwim River Chinook and chum salmon runs were expected to be too small to
allow a commercial fishery in June and July and subsistence-fishing restriction would likely be
necessary to achievesalnion escapement goals. ADF&G and USFWS instituted an aggressive
campaign to inform the public of the Kuskokwim River Salmon Rebuilding Management Plan
and the need to conserve Chinook and chum salmon. The Working Group met frequently with
ADF&G and USFWS staff to help implement the rebuilding plan. A joint appeal for subsistence
and sport fishers to conserve Chinook and chum salmon was issued by ADF&G, USFWS,
Association of Village Council Presidents, KNA, Working Group, Kwethluk Indian
Reorganization Act Tribal Council, MNVC, and ONe. During the preseason Working Group
meetings the subsistence fishing schedule was a focus of discussion. After extensive public
comment, a schedule was established that allowed subsistence fishing for salmon on Wednesday
through Saturday and closed subsistence salmon fishing, except with hook and line, from Sunday
through Tuesday. It was also anticipated that a commercial fishery would be established in
August directed at coho salmon, with the harvest expected to be below average.

As the season progressed, a decision was made to further conserve chum salmon by reducing
subsistence fishing to two days per week in the lower Kuskokwim River and to three days per
week in the middle Kuskokwim River beginning July 10. Subsistence fishing was increased back
to four days per week on July 22 when pulses of chum salmon passed the Tuluksak weir and
Aniak River sonar. Additionally, the George River was closed to all subsistence and sport
fishing from July 14 through August 7.

Lower Kuskokwim River (Bethel Area)

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect during June and July. From June 3 through July 3
and July 25 through July 31 subsistence fishing with gillnets having mesh size greater than four­
inch and fish wheels was prohibited three days per week from Sundays through Tuesday. From
July 13 to July 24 subsistence fishing with gillnets greater than four inch mesh and fish wheels
was prohibited five days per week Fridays through Tuesdays.
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In August there was a commercial fishery in the lower Kuskokwim River directed at coho
salmon. The total commercial harvest was 90 Chinook salmon, 1,272 chum salmon, 84 sockeye
salmon, and 192,998 coho salmon (Tables 1-4). Subsistence fishing was closed 16 hours prior to
during and six hours after commercial fishing periods.

Middle Kuskokwim River

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect during June and July. From June 10 through July
3 and from July 25 through July 31 subsistence fishing with gillnets having mesh size greater
than four-inch and fish wheels was prohibited three days per week from Sundays through
Tuesdays. From July 13 to July 24 subsistence fishing with gillnets greater than four inch mesh
and fish wheels was prohibited five days per week; Fridays through Tuesdays. There was no
commercial fishery in the middle Kuskokwim Area. Subsistence fishing was allowed seven days
per week beginning August 1 through the remainder of the year.

Upper Kuskokwim River

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect from June 17 through July 31. During this time
subsistence fishing with gillnets having mesh size greater than four-inch and fish wheels was
prohibited three days per week from Sundays through Tuesdays. There was no commercial
fishery in the upper Kuskokwim Area. Subsistence fishing was allowed seven days per week
beginning August 1 through the remainder of the year.

2002 Season

The 2002 Kuskokwim River Chinook and chum salmon runs were expected to be too small to
allow a commercial fishery in June and July and too small to allow subsistence fishing more than
four days per week. As the season progressed, the Working Group met frequently with ADF&G
and USFWS staff to evaluate the information from salmon assessment projects and to implement
the rebuilding plans. In June 2002, the FSB adopted a special regulatory action that tied the time
allowed for sport fishing to the time allowed for subsistence net fishing in waters applicable to
federal regulations in the Kuskokwim River drainage. Upon a request for reconsideration by the
State of Alaska, the FSB rescinded its decision. The regulation was rescinded, because under
ANILCA, sport fishing on federal waters is managed by ADF&G unless there are overriding
conservation or subsistence concerns. If there is not enough fish for other uses, then only fishing
by rural subsistence users is allowed. The FSB made a decision that there was no overriding
conservation or subsistence fishing concerns.

Lower Kuskokwim River (Bethel Area)

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect from June 2 through June 25 with gillnets having
mesh size greater than four-inch and fish wheels prohibited three days per week from Sundays
through Tuesdays. Subsistence fishing was allowed seven days per week beginning June 26,
with the exception of subsistence fishing closures associated with commercial fishing periods.
There were six commercial fishing periods in August directed at coho salmon. The total
commercial harvest was 72 Chinook salmon, 1,900 chum salmon, 84 sockeye salmon, and
83,463 coho salmon (Tables 1-4). Subsistence fishing was prohibited 16 hours prior to, during
and six hours after commercial fishing periods.
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Middle Kuskokwim River

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect June 9 through June 25 with gillnets having mesh
size greater than four-inch and fish wheels prohibited three days per week from Sundays through
Tuesdays. There were no commercial fishing periods in the middle Kuskokwim River.
Subsistence fishing was allowed seven days per week beginning June 26 through the remainder
ofthe year.

Upper Kuskokwim River

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect from June 16 through June 25. Subsistence
fishing with gillnets having mesh size greater than four-inch and fish wheels was prohibited three
days per week from Sundays through Tuesdays. There were no commercial fishing periods in the
upper Kuskokwim River. Subsistence fishing was allowed seven days per week beginning June
26 through the remainder ofthe year.

2003 Season

The department expected the 2003 Chinook, chum, and sockeye salmon runs to be similar to the
2002 salmon runs or slightly stronger. In 2002 Chinook and chum salmon run sizes provided for
adequate escapements and subsistence harvests throughout most of the drainage.

The department anticipated that a modest commercial fishery would be allowed for coho salmon
in 2003. An average to below average coho run and commercial harvest were expected given the
trend since 1997 and the tendency of weaker odd year runs.. The 2003 coho comrilercial fishery
was expected to be similar to the 2002 fishery which was characterized by a below average
harvest, and limited processor capacity.

Lower Kuskokwim River (Bethel Area)

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect from June 1 through July 1. During this time
subsistence fishing with gillnets having mesh size greater than four-inch and fish wheels was
prohibited three days per week from Sundays through Tuesdays. Subsistence fishing was
allowed seven days per week beginning July 2, with the exception of subsistence fishing closures
associated with commercial fishing periods. There were a total of 21 commercial fishing periods
from July 30 to September 3 directed at coho salmon. The total commercial harvest was 158
Chinook salmon, 2,764 chum salmon, 282 sockeye salmon, and 284,064 coho salmon (Tables 1­
4). Subsistence fishing was prohibited 16 hours prior to, during and six hours after the first two
commercial fishing periods and six hours prior to, during and three hours after the remaining
commercial fishing periods.

Middle Kuskokwim River

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect from June 8 through July 1. During this time
subsistence fishing with gillnets having mesh size greater than four-inch and fish wheels was
prohibited three days per week from Sundays through Tuesdays. There were no commercial
fishing periods in the middle Kuskokwim River. Subsistence fishing was allowed seven days per
week beginning July 2 through the remainder ofthe year.
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Upper Kuskokwim River

The subsistence-fishing schedule was in effect from June 15 through July 1. During this time
subsistence fishing with gillnets having mesh size greater than four-inch and fish wheels was
prohibited thee days per week from Sundays through Tuesdays. There were no commercial
fishing periods in the upper Kuskokwim River. Subsistence fishing was allowed seven days per
week beginning July 2 through the remainder of the year.

RESULTS

Inseason subsistence interviews were conducted during the 2001-2003 salmon fishing seasons in
the lower Kuskokwim River (Bethel Area) between Oscarville and the mouth of the Kwethluk
River by ONC technicians (FIS 01-132), in the middle Kuskokwim River from Lower Kalskag
upstream to Chuathbaluk by KNA technicians (FIS 01-225) and upper Kuskokwim Area from
Georgetown to Nikolai by MNVC technicians (FIS 01-023) in consultation with ADF&G staff
(Figure 1). In each of the three project years, technicians conducted weekly interviews of
subsistence salmon fishers along the Kuskokwim River, summarized the information and
reported the information to ADF&G, USFWS and the Working Group for broader distribution to
RAC members and other residents of the Kuskokwim River drainage (Tables 5-10, Appendices
B-D). Iriformation primarily used to manage the Kuskokwim River fisheries includes subsistence
harvest reports; test fish project summaries, and as salmon begin reaching clear water tributaries,
reports of salmon abundance from weir, sonar and aerial survey programs as salmon approached
the spawning grounds. Information provided through inseason subsistence catch monitoring
studies significantly increased the quality and consistency of information obtained from
subsistence fishers from all prior years. The large number of interviews and frequency of
interviews of interviewed fishing families conducted increased the reliability of the salmon catch
information. On the basis of this information, comparisons of inseason subsistence catch
information can be made among weeks within a year and among years.

In combination with other information, inseason subsistence catch information was used to help
determine inseason management actions. Additionally, the project provided an avenue for local
user input into the determination of salmon run abundance and corresponding management
strategies. The weekly reporting process resulted in discussions of survey results by area, which
allowed fishers living and fishing outside of a specific area to understand the fishing limitations of
fishers in other areas. Specifically, information from the middle and upper Kuskokwim Areas
clearly described to lower river fishers the necessity of the subsistence fishing schedule early in
the season to spread the Chinook salmon harvest across the run to provide for subsistence harvest
uses for middle and upper river fishers.
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2001INSEASON SUBSISTENCE SALMON lIARVEST INFORMATION

Inseason subsistence catch information collected through June 23 in the lower river characterized
Chinook, chum and sockeye salmon harvests as good and infonnation collected through June 30
in the middle river characterized Chinook and chum salmon fishing as normal and sockeye
salmon fishing as good. All reports from the upper river through July 14 indicated Chinook
salmon fishing was as at least normal and the limited reports regarding chum and sockeye salmon
catches indicated at least normal catches by this time (Table 5). The Bethel test fish index and
escapement counts through July 9 indicated chum salmon abundance to be poor. In response to
all the indicators of a poor run and in consideration that many fishers had achieved their chum and
Chinook salmon harvest goals subsistence fishing was reduced to two days per week in the lower
Kuskokwim River and to three days per week in the middle Kuskokwim Area (Burkey et al.
2002). Infonnation collected from inseason subsistence interviews through July 24 characterized
subsistence chum salmon harvests as being good or normal. An increase of chum salmon passage
past the Tuluksak River weir and past the Aniak River sonar indicated an increase in chum
salmon abundance. In response to all the indicators of increased chum salmon abundance the
subsistence fishing schedule was modified in the lower and middle Kuskokwim River to allow
four days per week subsistence fishing through July. Only some salmon escapement goals were
met. Postseason subsistence harvest surveys determined that amounts necessary for subsistence as
defined by the BOF was achieved for all species (ADF&G, Division of Subsistence 2003a).

Lower Kuskokwim River (Bethel Area)

ONC staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 6, 2001 to August 25, 2001 and
conducted a total of 466 interviews through the course of the summer (Tables 5 and 6 and
Appendix B-Ol). Each week, between 16 to 44 interviewed fishing families were interviewed
regarding their subsistence fishing activities.

In 2001, the most intense fishing activity occurred during June. By the end of June, Chinook
salmon fishing was described as good by 52% of the interviewed fishing families, nonnal by 31%
of the interviewed fishing families and poor by 17% of the interviewed fishing families. Chum
salmon fishing was described as good by only 6% of the interviewed fishing families while 48%
and 45% of the interviewed fishing families reported fishing as normal and poor, respectively. In
June, sockeye salmon fishing was described as good by over half the interviewed fishing families
with the majority of other interviewed fishing families reporting fishing for sockeye salmon as
nonnal. All interviewed fishing families that reported fishing gear type in June reported using
gillnets. Drift gear was used by 84% of reporting fishers. Gillnet mesh size greater than six inch;
used to target large Chinook salmon dominated the fishery being used by 71% of the interviewed
fishing families.

Participation in the subsistence fishery by interviewed fishing families declined in July as harvest
goals had been achieved. Weekly fishing participation ranged from zero to nine interviewed
fishing families in July. Approximately equal number of families reported chum fishing being
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good or nonnal. There was one report of chum salmon fishing being poor. Drift gill nets were
the dominant fishing gear used in July with the majority of fishers using six-inch or smaller mesh
size. Fishing participation by interviewed families increased again during the week ending August
4, then participation decreased through the remainder of the month. All August participating
fishers reported coho fishing as good or nonnal (83%). Drift gill nets and gill net with mesh size
six inch or less was the dominant gear type. Rod and reel gear was used once each of the weeks
ending August 11 and August 18.

Middle Kuskokwim River

KNA staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 6, 2001 to July 21,2001; in total,
51 interviews were conducted (Tables 5 and 6 and Appendix C-Ol). Each week, between 2 to 14
fishing families were interviewed regarding their subsistence fishing activities.

In 2001, the most intense fishing activity occurred during June. By the end of June, Chinook
salmon fishing was described as good by 20%, nonnal by 68%, and poor by 12% of the
interviewed fishing families. Chum salmon fishing was described as good by 14% of the
interviewed fishing families while 52% and 33% of the interviewed fishing families reported
fishing as nonnal and poor, respectively. In June sockeye salmon fishing was described as good
by 60% of the interviewed fishing families. The majority of other interviewed families reporting
fishing for sockeye salmon reported fishing as nonnal. All interviewed fishing families that
reported fishing gear type in June reported using gi1lnets. Drift gill net gear was used by 69% of
reporting fishers. Gillnet mesh size of greater than 6 inch was used by 74% of the interviewed
fishing families.

Only five fishing families were interviewed during July 2001. Only three families commented
on Chinook salmon fishing, and all three reported fishing to be nonnal. Three of the five fishers
that commented on chum salmon fishing reported fishing to be poor while one family each
reported fishing to be nonnal or good. Sockeye salmon fishing was reported to be nonnal by
two of the three interviewed fishing families with the third family reporting sockeye salmon
fishing as poor. No reports were received regarding coho salmon fishing. All five interviewed
families reported using gillnets in July. Drift and set gillnets with mesh sizes greater and less
than six-inch mesh size was used.

Upper Kuskokwim River

MNVC staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 20, 2001 to July 14, 2001; a
total of 17 interviews were conducted (Tables 5 and 6 and Appendix D-01). Each week, 1 to 7
fishing families were interviewed regarding their subsistence fishing activities.

The most intense fishing activity occurred in July as this is the time in which salmon abundance is
greatest in this portion of the drainage. Chinook salmon fishing was described as good by 35%
of the interviewed fishing families and nonnal by 65% of the interviewed fishing families. No
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interviewed fishing families reported Chinook salmon fishing as poor. Chum and sockeye salmon
fishing was described as normal and good, respectively, based on two reports for each species.
There were no reports regarding coho salmon. Set gi11nets were the dominant fishing gear
followed by rod and reel and drift gi11nets. Approximately 70% of the gill nets had mesh size of
six inches or less.

2002 INSEASON SUBSISTENCE SALMON HARVEST INFORMATION

Inseason subsistence catch monitoring information was evaluated with other run assessment
information during the 2002 season. The June reports from the majority of interviewed fishing
families drainage wide indicated that salmon catch rates were at least normal (Table 7). The
information corroborated other run assessment evaluation tools. Seven day per week subsistence
fishing was allowed beginning June 26, based partially on findings from the inseason subsistence
catch monitoring program. Salmon escapement goals were achieved. Postseason subsistence
harvest surveys determined that amounts necessary for subsistence as defined by the BOF was
achieved for all species except sockeye salmon (ADF&G, Division ofSubsistence 2003b).

Lower Kuskokwim River (Bethel Area)

In 2002, ONe staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 12 to August 10; a total
of 313 interviews were conducted (Tables 7 ,and 8 and Appendix B-02). Each week 27 to 40
interviewed fishing families were interviewed regarding their subsistence fishing activities.

The most intense fishing activity occurred during June during the time period of highest Chinook
salmon abundance. By the end of June, Chinook salmon fishing was described as good by 77%
of the interviewed fishing families, normal by 19% of the interviewed fishing families and poor
by 4% of the interviewed fishing families. Chum salmon fishing was described as good by 57%
of the interviewed fishing families while 27% and 16% of the interviewed fishing families
reported fishing as normal and poor, respectively. In June, half the interviewed fishing families
described sockeye salmon fishing as poor with the majority of other families reporting fishing for
sockeye salmon as normal. All interviewed fishing families that reported fishing gear type in
June reported using gillnets. Drift gill net gear was used by 86% of reporting fishers and set gear
was used by 14%. Gil1net mesh size greater than six inches, used to target large Chinook SalmOIl,

dominated the fishery being used by 78% of the interviewed fishing families.

Participation by interviewed fishing families in the subsistence fishery declined in July during
which time weekly fishing participation ranged from 5 to 31 families as the majority of Chinook
salmon had passed the area and fishers had achieved their harvest goals for chum salmon. Chum
salmon was described as good by 21% of the fishers and normal by 77% of the fishers. There
was one report of chum salmon fishing being poor. Drift gill nets were the only fishing gear type
reported to be used in July with the majority of fishers using mesh size of six inch or less to target
chum and sockeye salmon. Fishing participation by interviewed families was low during August
interviews. During AugUst, all participating fishers reported coho fishing as good or norttial. Drift
gill nets and rod and reel were the reported gear types. Mesh size was not reported since it was
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understood that gillnets less than six inch mesh were utilized to harvest coho salmon, the most
abundant salmon species present during that time period.

Middle Kuskokwim River

In 2002, KNA staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 5, 2002 to July 13,2002
and conducted 56 interviews (Tables 7 and 8 and Appendix C-02). Between 3 to 17 fishing
families of the regularly interviewed families were interviewed on a weekly basis regarding their
subsistence fishing activities.

The most intense fishing activity was reported during June, the time period of greatest Chinook
salmon abundance. By the end of June, Chinook salmon fishing was described as good by 19%
of the interviewed fishing families, nOlIDal by 46% of the interviewed fishing families and poor
by 34% of the interviewed fishing families. Chum salmon fishing was described as normal by
38% of the interviewed fishing families while equal numbers (31 % each) reported fishing as good
or poor. In June sockeye salmon fishing was described as normal by 71% of the interviewed
fishing families and poor by 29% of the interviewed fishing families. All interviewed fishing
families that reported fishing gear type in June reported using gillnets with drift gear used by 61 %
of reporting fishers and set gear by 39%. Gillnet mesh size greater than six inches, utilized to
target Chinook salmon, dominated the fishery being used by 73% of the interviewed fishing
families.

Only eight fishing families were interviewed during July as most of the interviewed fishers had
achieved their harvest goals. Chinook salmon fishing was reported to be good by one fishing
family while equal numbers of interviewed fishing families reported Chinook salmon fishing to
be normal or poor. Only one fishing family commented on chum salmon fishing and reported
fishing as good. No reports were received regarding sockeye or coho salmon fishing. All eight
interviewed families reported using gillnets in July. Drift and set gillnets were used and 67% of
the fishers reported using mesh size greater than six inches to target the harvest of large Chinook
salmon and to keep from catching more chum salmon than they wanted to handle.

Upper Kuskokwim River

In 2002, MNVC staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 12,2002 to July 27
and the week ending August 17. A total of 48 interviews were conducted (Tables 7 and 8 and
Appendix D-02). Each week, two to 10 fishing families were interviewed regarding their
subsistence fishing activities.

Three interviewed fishing families reported participating in subsistence fishing through June 22,
2002. Two families reported Chinook salmon fishing as good and one family reported Chinook
salmon fishing as poor. The greatest number of interviews occurred in July, as this is the time
period of greatest salmon abundance in this area. Chinook salmon fishing was described as
good by 14% of the interviewed fishing families, normal by 43% of the interviewed fishing
families and poor by 43% of the interviewed fishing families. Chum salmon fishing was
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described as good based on one report and sockeye salmon fishing was described as poor based
on two reports. There were no reports regarding coho salmon. A total of 10 fishing families
were interviewed in August. No comments were made regarding Chinook or sockeye salmon as
most of these salmon had passed through this area in July. Only two reports were received
regarding chum salmon, both describing fishing as poor. All 10 interviewed fishing families
reported on coho salmon fishing with 50% describing fishing as good, 40% describing fishing as
nonnal and 10% describing fishing as poor. Gillnets were the dominate gear type used by fishers
in June and rod and reel gear was the dominant gear type used in July and August.

2003 INSEASON SUBSISTENCE SALMON HARVEST INFORMATION

During the 2003 season inseason subsistence interview information was evaluated with other run
assessment information. By the week ending June 28 just over half of inseason subsistence
reports indicated chum salmon fishing being poor while the majority of middle and upper river
subsistence reports indicated chum salmon fishing to be at least average (Table 9). During a July
2 Working Group meeting a decision was reached to go to seven day per week subsistence
fishing beginning July 5. In the discussion of the poor rating of the chum saImon harvest in the
lower river subsistence fishery, it was pointed out that the majority of lower river fishers were
fishing gill nets with mesh greater than six inch mesh size while middle and upper river fishers
were using an increased amount of six inch or smaller mesh size. Fishery managers agreed to go
off the schedule if a preliminary lower river subsistence report showed an increase in the lower
river chum salmon catch. A preliminary report was provided July 2 indicating an increase in
chum salmon catches and seven day. per week subsistence fishing was implemented effective
July 5. Salmon escapement goals were met. Preliminary information from post season
subsistence surveys indicate that amounts necessary for subsistence as described by the BOF will
be met for all species.

Lower Kuskokwim River (Bethel Area)
ONC staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 4,2003 to August 16, 2003 and
conducted 433 interviews (Tables 9 and 10 and Appendix B-03). Each week 18 to 50
interviewed fishing families were interviewed regarding their subsistence fishing activities.

The most intense fishing activity occurred during June, as this is the time period of greatest
Chinook salmon abundance. By the end of June, Chinook salmon fishing was described as good
by 89% of the interviewed fishing families, normal by 10% of the interviewed fishing families
and poor by 1% of the interviewed fishing families. Chum salmon fishing was described as good
by 14% of the interviewed fishing families while 39% and 47% of the interviewed fishing
families reported fishing as normal and poor, respectively. In June, just over half the interviewed
fishing families described sockeye salmon fishing as good with 43% of the interviewed fishing
families reporting sockeye salmon fishing as normal, and 5% reporting sockeye salmon fishing
as poor. All interviewed fishing families that reported fishing gear type in June reported using
gillnets with the exception of a report of the use of rod and reel by one fishing family. The use
of drift gear was used by 92% of interviewed fishing families with set gear use by 8%. Gillnets
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with mesh size greater than six inches, utilized to target Chinook salmon, dominated the fishery
being used by 93% ofthe interviewed fishing families.

Participation in the subsistence fishery by interviewed fishing families declined in July, with the
passage of the majority of Chinook salmon, during which time weekly fishing participation
ranged from 5 to 21 families. Chinook salmon fishing was described as good by 34% of
interviewed fishing families, normal by 62% of interviewed fishing families and poor by 4% of
interviewed fishing families. Chum salmon fishing was described as good by 64% of the
interviewed fishing families and normal by 36% of the interviewed fishing families. There were
no reports of chum salmon fishing being poor. Sockeye salmon fishing was described to be good
by 40% of interviewed fishing families, normal by 55% of interviewed fishing families and poor
by 5% of the interviewed fishing families. Gill nets were the only fishing gear type reported to
be used in July with 87% of the interviewed fishing families reporting the use of drift gear.
Approximately 87% of the interviewed fishing families reported using gillnets with six-inch or
less mesh size indicating fishers were targeting chum and sockeye salmon. Fishing participation
by interviewed families was low during August interviews as fish were abundant and easy to
catch. Coho salmon fishing was reported to be good by 90% of interviewed fishing families with
10% of the interviewed fishing families reporting coho salmon fishing as normal. Gillnets were
used by 56% of the interViewed fishing families and rod and reel gear was used by 43% of the
interviewed fishing families. All reports on mesh size used were of less than six inch mesh size.

Middle Kuskokwim River

. KNA staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 11,2003 to August 9, 2003 and·
conducted 127 interviews (Tables 9 and 10 and Appendix C-03). Each week 7 to 27 interviewed
fishing families were interviewed regarding their subsistence fishing activities.

The most intense fishing activity was documented during June, as this is the time period of
greatest Chinook salmon abundance. By the end ofJune, Chinook salmon fishing was described
as good by 8% of the interviewed fishing families, normal by 53% of the interviewed fishing
families and poor by 39% of the interviewed fishing families. Chum salmon fishing was
described as normal by 64% of the interviewed fishing families and poor by 34% of the
interviewed fishing families. In June sockeye salmon fishing was described as normal by 70% of
the interviewed fishing families and poor by 30% of the interviewed fishing families. All
interviewed fishing families that reported fishing gear type in June reported using gillnets. Drift
gill net gear was used by 78% of interviewed fishing families. Gillnet mesh size greater than six
inches, utilized to target large Chinook salmon, dominated the fishery being used by 59% of the
interviewed fishing families.

In July 19 interviewed fishing families commented on Chinook salmon fishing, 22 interviewed
fishing families commented on chum salmon fishing and 24 interviewed fishing families
commented on sockeye salmon fishing. Chinook salmon fishing was reported to be normal by
90% of the interviewed fishing families and good by 10% of the interviewed fishing families.
Chum salmon fishing was reported to be good by 54% of the interviewed fishing families,
normal by 41% of the interviewed fishing families and poor by 5% of the interviewed fishing
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families. Sockeye salmon fishing was reported to be good by 29% of the interviewed fishing
families, normal by 58% of the interviewed fishing families and poor by 13% of the interviewed
fishing families. Gillnets were the only reported gear type used in July with 83% of the
interviewed fishing families using drift gear. Approximately 62% of the interviewed fishing
families reported using mesh size of six-inches or less to target chum and sockeye salmon.

In August interviews were conducted only during the week ending August 9. One interviewed
fishing family reported chum salmon fishing as normal and one interviewed fishing family
reported chum salmon fishing as poor. Four interviewed fishing families reported coho salmon
fishing as normal. Two interviewed fishing families reporting using drift gill nets and five
interviewed fishing families reported using rod and reel. Mesh size was not reported since it was
understood to be six inch or less mesh size, since no Chinook salmon were available for harvest.

Upper Kuskokwim River

MNVC staff conducted inseason subsistence interviews from June 18, 2003 to August 9, 2003.
A total of 64 interviews were conducted (Tables 9 and 10 and Appendix D-03). Each week 3 to
12 of the regularly interviewed fishing families were interviewed regarding their subsistence
fishing activities.

Fourteen interviewed fishing families reported participating in June and commented on" Chinook
salmon fishing. Chinook salmon fishing was reported to be good by 36% of the families, normal
by 7% of the families and poor by 57% of the interviewed families. Three reports were received
from interviewed fishing family in June regarding chum and sockeye salmon fishing, which
described chum salmon fishing as normal or poor, and sockeye salmon fishing as good. A total
of 23 interviewed fishing families commented on Chinook salmon fishing in July, the time
period of highest salmon abundance in the area, with 30% reporting fishing as good, 48%
reporting fishing as normal and 22% reporting fishing as poor. Gillnets were the only gear type
reported by fishers in June with set gill nets being the dominant gear type. Gillnet mesh size
greater than six inches, utilized to target large Chinook salmon, dominated the fishery being used
by 61% ofthe interviewed fishing families.

Only three reports were received from interviewed fishing families regarding chum salmon and
sockeye salmon fishing in July. One interviewed fishing family reported chum salmon fishing as
normal while two interviewed fishing families reported fishing as poor. All three families
reported sockeye salmon fishing as good. In August three interviewed fishing families
commented on chum salmon fishing and three interviewed fishing families commented on coho
salmon fishing. Chum salmon fishing was reported to be normal by one family and poor by two
families. Coho salmon fishing was reported to be good by two families and poor by one family.
In July and August no fishers reported using drift gillnets. Approximately 65% of the fishers
used set gill nets and 35% used rod and reels. Gillnets with mesh size six-inches or less, to target
chum, sockeye and coho salmon, accounted for approximately 73% ofthe gill net gear.
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· DISCUSSION

The Kuskokwim River salmon fishery is one of the largest and most important in the state and
North America (ADF&G, Division of Subsistence 2003b). State and Federal lawmakers have
long recognized the use and dependence of residents of the area on this resource and have
established subsistence use as the highest priority among resource users. In order to maintain the
resource for this priority use, 'regulations and policies have been established to provide for
sustained yield management. ill response to the guidelines established in the Sustainable Salmon
Fisheries Policy, the BOF classified the Kuskokwim River Chinook and chum salmon stocks
yield concerns in September 2000. This determination was based on the inability, despite the use
of specific management measures, to maintain expected yields, or harvestable surpluses, above
the stock's escapement needs since 1998 and the anticipated low harvest level in 2001 (Burkeyet
al. 2000). ill response to the yield concern classification, the Kuskokwim River Salmon
Rebuilding Management Plan (5 AAC 07.365) was adopted by the BOF in January 2001 and
amended in January 2004 (Bergstrom and Whitmore 2004). The FSB supported this action
through Special 'Action during the 2001 season and through an illterim Memorandum of
Agreement since that time. This management plan, support by State and Federal regulatory
agencies and area fishers, provides guidelines for the rebuilding and management of the
Kuskokwim River salmon fishery that will result in the sustained yield of salmon stocks large
enough to meet escapement goals and provide fishers with a reasonable opportunity to harvest
amounts necessary for subsistence and to provide for fisheries other than subsistence.

Since 2000, Kuskokwim River salmon runs have been improving. Escapement goals were
achieved for Chinook, chum and coho salmon during 2002 and 2003; however, during the 2001
season Chinook salmon aerial survey goals were achieved in only three of four streams surveyed
and the chum salmon goal was not achieved in the Kogrukluk River. However, this was a vast
improvement over 1998-2000 returns. No escapement goals have been established for sockeye
salmon.

Consistent with state statute, the BOF has made a finding of levels of Kuskokwim Salmon that
are customary and traditionally taken or used for subsistence (5AAC 01.286). For the
Kuskokwim River drainage the BOF found the following amounts of fish are reasonably
necessary for subsistence uses: 1) Chinook salmon 64,500-83,000 fish, 2) chum salmon, 39,500­
75,500 fish, 3) sockeye salmon 27,500-39,500 fish, and 4) coho salmon 7,500-35,000 fish. Post
fishing season, ADF&G Subsistence Division conducts household surveys to estimate
subsistence salmon harvest levels (ADF&G 2003a and 2003b). Post season Kuskokwim River
household surveys indicate amounts of salmon necessary for subsistence was achieved during
2001-2003 for all species each year, except the amount necessary for sockeye salmon was not
achieved during 2002 (Figures 2-5).

The Kuskokwim River is a corridor to for salmon to access tributary spawning streams.
Amounts necessary for subsistence are established on a drainage wide basis. Fishers in the lower
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river have the opportunity to catch fish traveling throughout the entire drainage while fishers in
the middle and upper river only have access to fish that travel to tributary streams·adjacent or
above the areas in which they fish. Therefore, during some years fishers in the upper and middle
portion of the river may have less opportunity for subsistence harvest than those in the lower
river. Amounts necessary for subsistence may be achieved during some years by an increased
harvest in the lower, or lower and middle rivers, while fishers in the middle or upper river may
have less opportunity to achieve their harvest goals. Additionally, environmental factors such as
high water can influence success of achieving amounts necessary for subsistence.

Management of the Kuskokwim River subsistence salmon fishery is especially difficult in light
of the limited information that is available through the course of the salmon runs. Incorporating
information, such as from the inseason subsistence-monitoring program, into a management
process is difficult. However, once a series of information is collected and that information can
be compared to salmon escapements and harvest levels for a series of years the information can
be useful in implementing fishery management actions to achieve escapement goals, to provide
for the subsistence priority, and if harvestable surpluses of salmon are available, to provide
harvest opportunity for other uses. The earlier in the season the information is available, the
more reliance fishery managers may place on that information because early in the run
information is limited from the test fish program and not available from escapement monitoring
programs.

During the 2001 season it is possible that more subsistence fishing opportunity could have been
provided while still meeting fishery management objectives if managers had been more
confident about the information collected through this project. However, the anticipation of a
poor run in 2001 based on the poor return in 2000 and the late chum salmon run timing lead the
fishery managers to manage the fisheries conservatively. Confounding implementation of the
inseason subsistence-monitoring program and managing the fishery was the fact that the 2001
season was the first year of implementation of the subsistence-fishing schedule, and a joint
appeal was issued preseason to the public for them to conserve Chinook and chum salmon. In
spite of the anticipation of poor runs and the public appeal for conservative use, the majority of
families interviewed during inseason subsistence surveys in the entire drainage indicated that
Chinook, chum and sockeye salmon fishing was at least normal. Although salmon escapement
goals were not uniformly achieved throughout the drainage there was a vast improvement over
1998-2000 escapement levels. Implementation of additional days closed to subsistence fishing
beyond that established by the schedule preseason may not have been necessary. However, even
with that additional restriction amounts necessary for subsistence was achieved for all species.

Salmon run outlooks for the 2002 and 2003 seasons were improved over the 2001 season. The
subsistence fishing schedule remained under some criticism by area fishers, however, the
benefits of the schedule of spreading the harvest out across the run and allowing fish to pass up
river for harvest by middle and upper river fishers and to allow fish to escape to the spawning
grounds was being recognized. Inseason subsistence harvest survey information was evaluated
with other run assessment information and found to reflect similar salmon abundance
information and used in justification of fishery management actions.
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In addition to providing qualitative infonnation regarding fish availability and subsistence
fishing effort, the inseason subsistence monitoring program provided feedback from subsistence
fishers regarding the subsistence fishing schedule, and subsistence fishing closures around
commercial fishing periods. This forum provided an excellent opportunity to discuss subsistence
fishing issues with fishers and allowed a good exchange of infonnation toward developing a
fishery management plan acceptable to the greatest number of subsistence fishers. Lower river
fishers generally recognize the need for the subsistence fishing schedule to spread their harvest
across the run to allow fish to pass up river for use by other fishers and to meet spawning
escapement goals. Middle and upper river fishers are in strong support ofthe subsistence-fishing
schedule as they see the benefit of fish passing through the lower river fishery to become
available to them. Many lower river subsistence users also participate in the commercial fishery
and feel that their opportunity to commercial fish allows them income to afford to participate in
subsistence activities. Middle and upper river fishers do not have the same opportunity to
commercial fish and do not support the incidental harvest of Chinook salmon that occurs when a
commercial fishery is prosecuted in the lower fishery. Lower river fishers are dissatisfied with
the current price paid for. Kuskokwim salmon by processors and many subsistence fishers
express their opinion that a better use of the salmon would be to let them pass up river for use by
up river subsistence fishers and to reach the spawning grounds. Discussions are beginning to
take place regarding the pros and cons of sport fishing. The traditional belief that using fish as
sport is unethical is being debated by those that see sport fishing as ethical recreation and a
sound economic use of the resource.

METHODOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS!lSSUES

The inseason subsistence-monitoring program suffered from a turnover in ADF&G staff. Each
of the three seasons during which this project was in operation saw a different Commercial
Fisheries Division Area Management Biologist. Additionally, the Subsistence Resource
Specialist involved with the inception of this program retired at the beginning of the third year of
the project. Although weekly summaries were routinely provided to ADF&G, the actual data
collection fonns were not provided except for a portion of the fonns from the 2002 season from
the middle and upper river programs. Infonnation that may have been collected but was not
routinely provided on weekly summaries included the number of interviewed fishers that did not
fish, harvest goals, dates fishing was completed by species, whether harvest goals were achieved,
gear type and mesh size. If the actual data sheets had been submitted to ADF&G, that
infonnation may have been retrieved and made useful toward inseason management decisions.
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CONCLUSIONS

Historically, fishery managers collected information ad hoc from subsistence fishers. However,
the inseason subsistence~monitoring project initiated in 2001 increased both the quality and
consistency of information obtained from subsistence fishers. This project increased the number
and frequency of fishing family interviews, which in tum provided a broader representation of
subsistence salmon catch information that more accurately reflected the status of the fishery.
Comparisons of inseason subsistence catch information now can be made between weeks within
a year and between years although interpretation may be subjective until interviews are
uniformly conducted of a representative portion of the fishers. Inseason subsistence catch
information was used in combination with other information to assist with inseason management
decisions. Incorporating new information into a management process is difficult, however, once
a series of information is collected and that information can be compared to salmon escapements
and harvest levels for a series of years the information can be useful for implementing fishery
management actions to achieve escapement goals, provide amounts necessary for subsistence
and determining if harvestable surpluses of salmon are available to provide harvest opportunity
for other fisheries. Timely evaluation of inseason subsistence harvest information, allowing an
avenue for local user input into the determination of salmon run abundance and corresponding
management strategies, has the potential to increase the precision of the Kuskokwim River
fishery management system.

RECOMMENDATIONS

We recommend this program be continued in the lower Kuskokwim River to provide
information to assist in fishery management decisions. Information from the lower river is of
more value for inseason management decisions than information from middle and upper portions
of the river, because the information becomes available earlier in the run; during a time run
strength information is limited or not available from test fish and escapement monitoring
programs. We recommend that the project objectives be modified to index assessment ofsalmon
run timing and relative abundance rather than to determine the adequacy and quality of fish
harvested. It is not possible to determine the adequacy and quality of fish harvested through an
inseason monitoring program. The program should be implemented beginning the last week of
May, just as the fishery is getting started. The program should continue through mid July as
Chinook salmon run strength declines. Interview information survey forms should be
completely filled out during each interview. Technicians conducting the inseason subsistence
surveys should insure each fisher has a subsistence catch calendar in their possession and that the
fisher fills out the calendar on at least a weekly basis. This information will provide better
estimates of the post-season subsistence harvest surveys and provide valuable information on
assessment ofharvest timing.

We also recommend that the project objectives be modified as follows:
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Objectives:

1. Index salmon run timing and relative abundance in May, June, and July through weekly
interviews with Bethel Area subsistence salmon fishers.

2. Index fishing activity and gear usage through weekly interviews with Bethel Area
subsistence salmon fishers in May, June, and July.

3. Provide local input into the management process fro the salmon subsistence fishery in
May, June, and July through the presentation of weekly summaries of interviews with
Bethel area subsistence salmon fishers at Kuskokwim River Salmon Management
Working Group meetings.

4. Provide cross training to ONC technicians in other ADF&G and USFWS projects for up
to two weeks.

LITERATURE CITED

ADF&G, Division of Subsistence.. 2003a. Alaska Subsistence Fisheries 2001 Annual Report.
Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Subsistence, Juneau.

ADF&G, Division of Subsistence. 2003b. Alaska Subsistence Fisheries 2002 Annual Report.
Alaska Department ofFish and Game, Division of Subsistence, Juneau.

Bergstrom, D. and C. Whitmore. 2004. Kuskokwim River Chinook and chum salmon stock
status and action plan. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Commercial
Fisheries, Regional Information Report No. 3A04-02, Anchorage.

Burkey, C., and others. 2000. Kuskokwim River Chinook salmon stock status and development
of management/action plan options. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of
Commercial Fisheries, Regional Information Report No. 3AOO-04, Anchorage.

Burkey, C., and others. 2000. Kuskokwim River Chinook salmon stock status and development
of management/action plan options. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of
Commercial Fisheries, Regional Information Report No. 3AOO-04, Anchorage.

Brown, C.M. 1983 (draft). Alaska's Kuskokwim River region: a history. Bureau of Land
Management, Anchorage.

Clark, K., and D.B. Molyrieaux. 2003. Takotna River salmon studies and upper Kuskokwim
River aerial surveys, 2002. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Commercial
Fisheries, Regional Information Report No. 3A03-10, Anchorage.

Dubois, L., and others. 2002. Age, sex, and length composition of Chinook salmon from the
2001 Kuskokwim River subsistence fishery. Alaska Department ofFish and Game, Division
of Commercial Fisheries, Regional Information Report No. 3A02-33, Anchorage.

21



LITERATURE CITED (Continued)

Gilk, S. and D.B. Molyneaux. 2004. Takotna River salmon studies and Upper Kuskokwim River
aerial surveys, 2003. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Commercial
Fisheries, Regional Information Report No. 3A04-25, Anchorage.

Molyneaux, D.B., D. Folletti, L. DuBois, G. Roczicka, W. Morgan. 2004a. Age, sex, and length
composition of Chinook salmon from the 2002 Kuskokwim River subsistence fishery.
Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Commercial Fisheries, Regional
Information Report No. 3A04-13, Anchorage.

Molyneaux, D.B., D. Folletti, L.K. Brannian, L., G. Roczicka, W. Morgan. 2004b. Age, sex, and
length composition of Chinook salmon from the 2003 Kuskokwim River subsistence
fishery. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Commercial Fisheries, Regional
Information Report No. 3A04-23, Anchorage.

Schwanke, C. and D.B. Molyneaux. 2002. Takotna River salmon studies and upper Kuskokwim
River aerial surveys, 2001. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Commercial
Fisheries, Regional Information Report No. 3A02-09, Anchorage.

Ward, T.C., M. Coffing, J.L. Estensen, R.L. Fisher, and D.B. Molyneaux. 2003. Annual
management report for the subsistence and commercial fisheries of the Kuskokwim area
2002. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Commercial Fisheries, Regional
Information Report No. 3A04-27, Anchorage.

22



Table I.-Historical utilization of Chinook salmon in the Kuskokwim River.

Year Commercial Harvest" Subsistence Harvestb Test-Fish Sport Fish Total 10-Year
Annual lO-yrAve Annual 10-yrAve Harvest Harvest Utilization Average

1960 5,969 18,887 24,856
1961 18,918 28,934 47,852
1962 15,341 13,582 28,923
1963 12,016 34,482 46,498
1964 17,149 29,017 46,166
1965 21,989 24,697 46,686
1966 25,545 49,325 285 75,155
1967 29,986 59,913 766 90,665
1968 34,278 32,942 608 67,828
1969 43,997 22,519 40,617 33,240 833 85,447 56,008
1970 39,290 25,851 69,612 38,312 857 109,759 64,498
1971 40,274 27,987 43,242 39,743 756 84,272 68,140
1972 39,454 30,398 40,396 42,424 756 80,606 73,308
1973 32,838 32,480 39,093 42,885 577 72,508 75,909
1974 18,664 32,632 27,139 42,698 1,236 47,039 75,997
1975 22,135 32,646 48,448 45,073 704 71,287 78,457
1976 30,735 33,165 58,606 46,001 1,206 90,547 79,996
1977 35,830 33,750 56,580 45,668 1,264 33 93,707 80,300
1978 45,641 34,886 36,270 46,000 1,445 116 83,472 81,864
1979 38,966 34,383 56,283 47,567 979 74 96,302 82,950
1980 35,881 34,Q42 59,892 46,595 1,033 162 96,968 81,671
1981 47,663 34,781 61,329 48,404 1,218 189 110,399 84,284
1982 48,234 35,659 58,018 50,166 542 207 107,001 86,923
1983 33,174 35,692 47,412 50,998 1,139 420 82,145 87,887
1984 31,742 37,000 56,930 53,977 231 273 89,176 92,100
1985 37,889 38,576 43,874 53,519 79 85 81,927 93,164
1986 19,414 37,443 51,019 52,761 130 49 70,612 91,171
1987 36,179 37,478 67,325 53,835 384 355 104,243 92,225
1988 55,716 38,486 70,943 c 57,303 576 528 127,763 96,654
1989 43,217 38,911 81,176 59,792 543 1,218 126,154 99,639
1990 53,504 40,673 85,979 62,401 512 394 140,389 103,981
1991 37,778 39,685 85,554 64,823 117 401 123,850 105,326
1992 46,872 39,549 64,795 65,501 1,380 367 113,414 105,967
1993 8,735 37,105 87,512 69,511 2,483 587 99,317 107,685
1994 16,211 35,552 93,242 73,142 1,937 1,139 112,529 110,020
1995 30,846 34,847 96,436 78,398 1,421 541 129,244 114,752
1996 7,419 33,648 78,063 81,103 247 1,432 87,161 116,406
1997 10,441 31,074 81,577 82,528 332 1227 93,577 115,340
1998 17,359 27,238 81,265 83,560 210 1434 100,268 112,590
1999 4,705 23,387 73,194 82,762 98 252 78,249 107,800
2000 444 18,081 64,893 80,653 64 105 65,506 100,312
2001 90 14,312 73,610 79,459 86 290 74,076 95,334
2002 72 9,632 74,778 80,457 288 300 75,438 91,537
2003 158 8,775 67,788 78,485 0 401 68,347 88,440

10-Yr. Ave.
(93-02) 8,771 80,457 651 731 91,537

. • Districts 1 and 2; also includes 1Jarvests in District 3 from 1960 to 1965.

bEstimated subsistence harvest expanded from villages surveyed.

, Beginning in 1988, estimates are based ona new formula so data since 1988 is not comparable with previous years.
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Table 2.-Historical utilization of chum salmon in the Kuskokwim River.

Year Commercial Harvest" Subsistence Harvesf' Test-Fish Sport Fish Total Running 10-Year

Annual 10-yrAve Annual 10-yr Ave Harvest Harvest Utilization Average
1960 0 301,753 • 301,753
1961 0 179,529 • 179,529
1962 0 161,849 c 161,849
1963 0 137,649 c 137,649
1964 0 190,191 c 190,191
1965 0 250,878 c 250,878
1966 0 175,735 c 502 d 176,237
1967 148 208,445 c 338 208,931
1968 187 275,008 c 562 275,757
1969 7,165 750 204,105 c #REF! 384 211,654 209,443
1970 1,664 916 246,810 c 203,020 1,139 d 249,613 204,229
1971 68,914 7,808 116,391 c 196,706 254 185,559 204,832
1972 78,619 15,670 120,316 • 192,553 486 199,421 208,589
1973 148,746 30,544 179,259 c 196,714 675 328,680 227,692
1974 171,887 47,733 277,170 c 205,412 2,021 451,078 253,781
1975 184,171 66,150 176,389 c 197,963 1,062 361,622 264,855
1976 177,864 83,937 223,792 • 202,769 2,101 403,757 287,607
1977 248,721 108,794 198,355 c 201,760 576 125 447,777 311,492
1978 248,656 133,641 118,809 c 186,140 2,153 555 370,173 320,933
1979 261,874 159,112 161,239 • 181,853 412 259 423,784 342,146
1980 483,751 207,320 165,172 c 173,689 2,058 324 651,305 382,316
1981 418,677 242,297 157,306 c 177,781 1,793 598 578,374 421,597
1982 278,306 262,265 190,011 c 184,750 504 1125 469,946 448,650
1983 276,698 275,061 146,876 c 181,512 1,069 922 425,565 458,338
1984 423,718 300,244 142,542 c 168,049 1,186 520 567,966 470,027
1985 199,478 301,774 94,750 159,885 616 150 294,994 463,364
1986 309,213 314,909 141,931 c 151,699 1,693 245 453,082 468,297
1987 574,336 347,471 70,709 138,935 2,302 566 647,913 488,310
1988 1,381,674 460,773 151,967 • 142,250 4,379 764 1,538,784 605,171
1989 749,182 509,503 139,687 140,095 2,082 2023 892,974 652,090
1990 461,624 507,291 126,508 136,229 2,107 533 590,772 646,037
1991 431,802 508,603 93,075 129,806 931 378 526,186 640,818
1992 344,603 515,233 96,491 120,454 15,330 608 457,032 639,527
1993 43,337 491,897 59,396 111,706 8,451 359 111,543 608,125
1994 271,115 476,636 72,025 104,654 11,998 1280 356,418 586,970
1995 605,918 517,280 67,862 101,965 17,473 226 691,479 626,618
1996 207,877 507,147 88,965 96,669 2,864 280 299,986 611,309
1997 17,026 451,416 39,970 93,595 790 86 57,872 552,305
1998 207,809 334,029 63,537 84,752 1,140 291 272,777 425,704
1999 23,006 261,412 43,601 75,143 562 180 67,349 343,141
2000 11,570 216,406 51,696 t 67,662 1,038 26 64,330 290,497
2001 1,272 173,353 49,874 63,342 1,743 112 53,001 243,179
2002 1,900 139,083 76,842 61,377 2,666 53 81,461 205,622
2003 2,764 135,026 43,320 59,769 0 53 46,137 199,081

10-Yr. Ave.

(93-02) 126,690 61,377 4,430 289 205,622

• DistriC1S I and 2 only; DO chum harvests were reported in District 3.

b Estimated subsistence harvest expanded from villages swveyed.

• Includes small numbers of small chinook, sockeye and coho salmon.

dIncludes small numbers ofsockeye.

•Beginning in 1988, estimates are based on a Dew formula so data since 1988 is not comparable with previous years.

r 2000 subsistence harvest data not available
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Table 4.-Historical utilization of coho salmon in the Kuskokwim River.

Table. Historical utilization ofcoho salmon in the Kuskokwim River.

Year Connnercial Havest Subsistence Harvest Test Fish Sport Fish Total IO-Year
Annual lO-Yr Ave. Annual 10-Yr Ave. Harvest Harvest Utilization Average

1980 222,012 222,012
1981 211,251 216,632
1982 447,117 293,460
1983 196,287 269,167 1,375 197,662
1984 623,447 340,023 1,442 624,889
1985 335,606 339,287 136 335,742
1986 659,988 385,101 1,222 661,210
1987 399,467 386,897 1,767 401,234
1988 524,296 402,163 927 525,223
1989 479,856 409,933 52,918 2,459 535,233
1990 410,332 428,765 44,791 581 455,704
1991 500,935 457,733 50,331 1,003 552,269
1992 666,170 479,638 40,168 1,692 708,030
1993 610,739 521,084 31,737 980 643,456
1994 724,689 531,208 33,050 1,925 759,664
1995 471,461 544,793 36,277 1,497 509,235
1996 937,299 572,524 32,741 3,423 973,463
1997 130,803 545,658 29,032 33,699 2,408 195,942 585,822
1998 210,481 514,277 24,864 37,591 2,419 237,764 557,076
1999 23,593 468,650 25,003 34,799 213 1,998 50,807 508,633
2000 261,379 453,755 33,786 33,699 2,828 1,689 299,682 493,031
2001 192,998 . 422,961 29,504 31,616 1,723 1,204 225,429 460,347
2002 83,463 364,691 35,964 31,196 2,484 2,030 123,941 401,938
2003 284,064 332,023 35,240 31,546 570 3,244 323,118 369,904

2004 433,809 302,935 31,379 2,259 • 436,068 337,545

lO-Yr. Ave.
(94-03) 332,023 31,546 6,919 2,184 369,904

• Includes Test Fishery donations.
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Table 5.-Kuskokwim River inseason subsistence survey report sununaries of salmon fishing, 2001.

Lower Kuskokwim (Bethel area) summary of information collected by ONC technicians.
Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Ashed Not Fished Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor
Jun 09 16 16 0 6 6 4
Jun 16 39 39 0 18 15 6 1 19 15 13 24 1
Jun 23 35 35 0 27 7 1 0 15 20 24 11 0 0 0 0
Jun 30 40 25 15 8 7 8 5 12 8 19 6 0 0 0 0
Jul07 44 7 37 0 1 5 5 1 1 0 5 2 0 0 0
Jul14 44 6 38 0 0 4 4 2 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
Jul21 44 0 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jul28 44 9 35 0 0 0 1 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 1
Aug 04 42 20 22 0 1 17 18 2 0
Aug 11 37 2 35 0 0 0 2 1 0
Aug 18 37 3 34 0 0 3 1 2 0
Aug 25 44 3 34 0 0 3 3 0 0
Total 466 165 294 59 36 28 16 57 67 56 46 7 24 12 1

Average 39 14 25 7 5 4 1 5 6 8 7 1 2 1 0

N Middle Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by KNA technicians.
-.....l

Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Ashed Not Ashed Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor
Jun 09 4 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jun 16 14 4 11 1 2 7 3 0 7 1 0 0 0
Jun 23 14 4 11 1 2 7 3 8 7 1 0 0 0
Jun 30 14 1 10 3 0 5 6 10 2 0 0 0 0
Jul07 3 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 2 1 0 0 0
Jul21 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 33 3 0 5 24 4 3 13 12 18 11 2 0 0 0

Average 8 1 6 1 1 3 3 5 22 4 0 0 0

Upper Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by MNVC technicians.
Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Fished Not Fished Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor
Jun 23 3 3 0 3
Jun 30 1 1 0 1
JuJ07 6 3 3 2
Jut 14 7 3 4 2
Total 17 6 11 2 2

Average 4 3 3 2 2



Table 6.-K~kok.wimRiver inseason subsistence survey fishing gear summary, 2001.

Lower Kuskokwim (l!ethel area) summary of information collected by ONe technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using Gillnets Gillnets

Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel <6" <6"
Jun09 16
Jun 16 39
Jun23 35 28 8 31 6
Jun30 40 23 2 14 13
Jul07 44 7 1 6
Jul ]4 44 5 1 6
Ju12] 44 0 0
Jul28 44 7 2 9

Aug 04 42 20 0 20
Aug 1] 37 2 0 2
Aug 18 37 2 0
Aug 25 44 3 0
Total 466 97 13 2 46 62

Middle Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by KNA technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using GiBnets

Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel > 6"
Jun 09 4
Jun 16 14 11 4 12
Jun23 14 114 12
Jun30 14 9 6 10
Jul07 3 2 1 2
Jul2I 2 2 I 1
Total 51 35 16 37

Gillnets
<6"

4
4
4
1
1

14

Upper Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by MNVC technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using Gillnets Gillnets

Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel >6" <6"
Jun 23 3 3 2
Jun30 1 1
Jul07 6 1 5 1 1 4
Jul14 7 1 2 3 1 1
Total 17 2 11 4 3 7
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Table 7.-Kuskokwim River inseason subsistence survey summaries of salmon fishing, 2002.

Lower Kuskokwim (Bethel area) summary of information collected by ONe technicians.
Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Fished Not Fished Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor
Jun 15 27 23 4 21 2 0 3 8 7 3 11 3 0 0 0
Jun 22 33 25 8 17 5 3 12 9 3 2 10 10 0 0 0
Jun 29 34 22 12 16 6 0 21 0 0 0 3 16
Jul06 34 5 29 0 2 3 3 2 0 0 0 5
Jul13 36 10 26 0 3 5 8 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0
Jul20 40 9 31 0 9 0 1 7 1 0 0 9 0 0 0
Jul27 35 31 4 0 31 0 0 31 0 0 31 0 9 22 0
Aug 03 37 13 24 0 0 0 0 10 2 0 0 0 9 4 0
Aug 10 37
Total 313 138 138 54 58 11 48 67 13 5 55 51 18 26 0

Average 35 17 17 7 7 1 6 8 2 1 7 6 3 4 0

Middle Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by KNA technicians.
Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Fished Not Fished Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor

N Jun 08 3 2 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
\0 Jun 15 16 11 5 0 4 7 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0

Jun 22 15 15 0 4 10 1 3 9 0 0 10 1 0 0 0
Jun 29 17 15 2 4 5 6 8 4 0 0 5 5 1 0 0
Jul06 3 2 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jul13 5 3 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 56 46 10 9 21 16 12 13 11 0 15 6 1 0 0

Average 11 9 2 2 4 3 2 3 2 0 3 1 0 0 0

Upper Kuskokwim River summary of Information collected by MNVC technicians.
Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Fished Not Fished Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor
Jun 15 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jun 22 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jun 29 6 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jul06 9 1 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Jul13 9 2 4 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Jul 20 5 5 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jul27 5 4 1 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aug 17 10 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 5 4 1
Total 48 11 1 7 14 15 1 0 2 0 0 2 5 4 1

Average 6 4 1 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0



Table S.-Kuskokwim Riyer inseason subsistence survey fishing gear summary, 2002.

Lower Kuskokwim summary of information collected by ONC technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using Gillnets
Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel > 6';
Jun 15 27 23 7 23
Jun22 33 24 2 23
Jun29 34 21 2 14
Jul 06 34 5 2
Jul13 36 8
Jul20 40 9
Jul27 35 31

Aug 03 37 12 1
Aug 10 37 0
Total 313 133 11 1 62

Gillnets
<6"

3
8
3
8
9

31

62

Middle Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by KNA technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using Gillnets Gillnets

Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel >6" <6"
Jun06
Jun 15 16 7 4 11
Jun22 15 10 7 15
Jun29 17 11 7 6 12
Jul06 3 2 1 2 1
Jul13 5 2 1 2 1
Jul20
Jul27

Aug 03
Aug 10
Total 56 32 20 36 14

Upper Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by MNVC technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using Gillnets Gillnets

Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel >6" <6"
Jun06
Jun 15 2 2 1
Jun22 2 2 1
Jun29 6 3 3 3 3
Jul06 9 2 1 8 2
Jul13 9 2 0 7 2
Jul20 5 0 0 5
Jul27 5 0 4

Aug 10
Aug 17 10 1 9
Total 48 7 9 36 2 9
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Table 9.-Kuskokwim River inseason subsistence survey report summaries of salmon fishing, 2003.

Lower Kuskokwim (Bethel area) summary of information collected by ONC technicians.
Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Fished Not Fished Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor
Jun 07 18 9 9 7 2 0 0 0 0
Jun 14 33 24 9 22 2 0 0 2 0 0 3 0
Jun 21 48 32 14 30 2 1 1 0 0 7 18 3
Jun 28 50 34 16 30 4 0 3 9 13 27 7 0
Jul 05 45 21 24 16 5 0 8 13 0 16 5 0
Jul 12 46 14 32 0 12 2 13 1 0 0 12 2
Jul 19 48 5 43 0 5 0 5 0 0 0 5 0 2 3 0
Jul26 48 7 41 0 7 0 4 3 0 0 7 0 6 1 0
Aug 09 49 11 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 1 0
Aug 16 48 10 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 1 0
Total 433 167 264 105 39 3 34 28 13 50 57 5 27 6 0

Average 43 17 26 11 4 0 4 3 1 6 6 1 5 1 0

Middle Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by KNA technicians.
Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Fished Not Fished Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor

w Jun 14 19 0 11 7 0 10 6 0 4 6 0 0 0...... Jun 21 27 3 15 9 1 13 10 0 18 8 0 0 0
Jun 28 17 3 9 4 0 13 3 0 15 2 0 0 0
Jul05 17 0 8 0 3 4 0 2 4 2 0 0 0
Jul 12 27 2 5 0 8 0 1 5 4 1 0 0 0
Jul 19 7 0 4 0 1 5 0 0 6 0 0 0 0
Aug 09 13 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 0
Total 127 8 52 20 13 46 21 7 51 19 0 4 0

Average 18 1 7 3 2 7 3 1 7 3 0 1 0

Upper Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by MNVC technicians.
Week Number of Families Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho
Ending Contacted Fished Not Fished Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor Good Norm Poor
Jun 21 3 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Jun 28 11 3 1 7 0 0 2 1 0 0
Jul05 9 1 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jul 12 11 3 5 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0
Jul 19 9 3 6 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jul26 12 3 9 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aug 09 9 3 6 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 2 1
Total 64 9 21 12 12 13 1 4 4 5 0 0 0 2 1

Average 9 3 7 2 2 2 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0



Table lO.-Kuskokwim River inseasonsubsistence survey fishing gear sunnnary, 2003.

Lower Kuskokwim Summary of information collected by ONC technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using Gillnets

Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel > 6"
Jun 07 18 8 1 9
Jun 14 33 23 4 24
Jun21 48 32 1 1 31
Joo28 50 34 2 32
Jul 05 45 21 5
Jul12 46 11 3 3
Jul19 48 3 2
Ju126 48 6 1

Aug 09 49 7 0 6
Aug 16 48 3 3 4
Total 433 148 17 11 104

Gillnets
<6"
o
o
3
4
16
11
5
7
7
6

59

Middle Kuskokwim River SUmmary of information collected by KNA technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using GilInets Gillnets
Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel >6" <6"
Jun07
Jun 14 19 16 7 6 13
Jun21 27 25 4 14 18
Jun28 17 15 5 8 9
Jul05 17 8 1 5 3
Jul12 27 7 2 2 5
Jul19 7 6 1 1 5
Jul26

Aug 09 13 2 5
Total 127 79 20 5 36 53

Upper Kuskokwim River summary of information collected by MNVC technicians.
Week Families Using Using Using Gi1Inets Gillnets

Ending Surveyed Driftnet Setnet Rod & Reel >6" <6"
Jun07
Jun 14 0 0
Jun21 3 1 2 2
Jun28 11 1 10 5 6
Jul05 9 0 7 2 3 4
Jul12 11 0 5 3 5
Jul19 9 0 2 1 2
Jul26 12 0 1 2 0

Aug 09 9 0 2 1 2
Total 64 2 29 9 9 21
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Figure I.-Map ofKuskokwim River Management Area.
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Figure 2.-Subsistence Chinook salmon harvest as reported by post season harvest surveys, Kuskokwim
River, 1994-2003.
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Figure 3. Subsistence chum salmon harvest as reported by post season harvest surveys, Kuskokwim
River, 1994-2003.
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Figure 4.-Subsistence sockeye salmon harvest as reported by post season harvest surveys, Kuskokwim
River, 1994-2003.
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Figure 5.-Subsistence coho salmon harvest as reported by post season harvest surveys, Kuskokwim
River, 1994-2003.
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Appendix A.-Example of Subsistence Salmon Fishing Survey Fonn, Kuskokwim River.
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Appendix BOl.Ol.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsaramiut Native Council, June 11, 2001. .

Fishing ending the week ofJune 09, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and

than 6" mesh than 6"
mesh

Reel

16 - - - - -

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very, Nonnal Poor
Good Good Good Good

6 6 4 a a a a a 0 0 a 0

Summary:

High water was reported as a factor for poor salmon catch rates. Some families have reported
that they have met their king salmon harvest goals and have stopped fishing for kings, however
many families were still working to harvest salmon.
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Appendix BOl.02-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest ,Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, June 18, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of June 16,2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets. Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

39 - - - - -

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor
Good Good Good Good, ..

18 15 6 1 19 15 13 24 1 0 0 0

Summary:

Some families have reported that they have met their king salmon harvest goals and have
stopped fishing for kings, however many families were still working to harvest salmon.

40



Appendix BOl.03-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, June 26, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of June 23, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and

than 6" mesh than 6"
mesh

Reel

35 28 8 - 31 6

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor
Good Good Good Good

27 7 1 0 15 20 24 11 0 0 0 0

Chinook:

One long time Bethel resident reported that he hadn't seen so many kings at this time ofyear in a
long time. One fish reported the king run was very strong this week. Several families reported
that they were done fishing for king salmon.

Chum:

One fisher reported that there were more chum salmon this week compared to last week.

Sockeye:

Several fishers reported catching sockeye salmon in their king gear and that sockeye were very
large this year.

Summary:

In general, fishers report very good success fishing for kings and sockeye salmon during this
survey period, and normal to poor fishing for chum salmon.
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Appendix BOl.04.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 02, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of June 30, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

40 23 2 - 14 13

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor
Good Good Good Good

8 7 8 5 12 8 19 6 0 0 0 0

Chinook:

Fishermen had few comments to add. A couple of fishermen reported that the Kings are stronger
this week and a couple said that the run this week were starting to slow down.

Chum:

One long time fisherman reported that this week's run of chums were a lot larger than the
previous weeks, catching chums in his 8" king gear. Six fishermen reported that there are more
chums than sockeyes.

Sockeye:

Four fishermen reported that there are more sockeyes than chum. Several fishermen reported
catching sockeye salmon in the king gear and that sockeye were very large this year. Fishermen
also reported that they were catching more sockeye this week than last week.

Summary:

In general, fishermen report very good to normal fishing for kings and very good for sockeye
salmon during this survey period, and also higher numbers ofchums this week.
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Appendix BOl.05.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 09,2001.

Fishing ending the week of July 07, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and

than 6" mesh than 6"
mesh

Reel

44 7 0 - 1 6

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor
Good Good Good Good

0 1 5 5 1 1 0 5 2 0 0 0

Chinook:

32 families reported that they were fInished with kings. Fishermen had fewer comments this
week pertaining to king catch due to switching over to their chum gear and the slowing down of
the run for this year.

Chum:

4 families reported that they were fInished with chums. One fIsherman reported that this week's
chums were in higher numbers than reds. One .long time fIsher reported going out for a quick
drift (set & pull) and ended up catching 71 chums, 1 red and no kings.

Sockeye:

Fishermen had fewer comments this week pertaining to reds due to the slowing down of the run
for this year.

Summary:

In general, fIshers report poor for kings due to the switch over ofking gear and the slowing down
of the run for this year. For reds overall fIshermen reported that the run is slowing down. For
chums overall, fishermen reported that fIshing is going pretty steady and the run is still strong.
Two long fIshers reported that a couple of cohos were caught in this weeks opening and being
very early for silvers to be running. .
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Appendix BOl.06.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 16, 2001.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 14,2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

44 5 1 - 0 6

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor
Good Good Good Good

0 0 4 4 2 0 () 0 4 0 0 0

·Chinook:

No families reported still fishing for kings. All 44 families on the survey list reported being
finished with kings. There were 4 fishennen that incidentally caught kings and reported that their
king catches were poor due to the end of the run.

Chum:

12 families reported that they were finished with chums. For the fishennen that did fish this
week, they reported that there are a lot of chums out there. A few fishennen that did not fish
reported that there are a lot ofchums out there.

Sockeye:

No families reported still fishing for sockeye. All 44 families on the survey list reported being
finished with sockeye. There were 4 fishennen that incidentally caught sockeye and reported
that their sockeye catches were poor due to the end of the run.

Summary:

In general, fishers reported high numbers of chums. As for kings and sockeye overall, the runs
have passed. Overall most families did not fish due to the wet weather and are holding off till the
weather improves for pf(~per fish drying weather. In other comments it's not worth fishing 2 days
a week, fishennen can catch more in August ifthe fishing schedules goes back to 4 days a week.
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Appendix BOl.07.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsaranniut Native Council, July 20, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of July 21, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

44 0 0 0 0 0

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor
Good Good Good Good

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Chinook:

No families reported still fishing for kings. All 44 families on the survey list reported being
finished'with kings.

Chum:

No families reported still fishing for chums. All 44 families on the survey list reported being
finished with chums.

Sockeye:

No families reported still fishing for sockeye. All 44 families on the survey list reported being
finished with sockeye.

Summary:

In general fishermen did not fish due to the wet weather and are holding off till the weather
improves for proper fish drying weather. Some fishermen reported not being able to fish due to
the mid week openings and not being able to fish on the weekends. A couple fishermen reported
having 2 days to fish is not worth fishing, so they are holding offtill the openings are extended to
longer fishing periods.
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Appendix BOl.08.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsaranniut Native Council, July 30, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of July 28, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

44 7 2 0 0 9

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor
Good Good Good Good

0 0 0 1 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 1

Chinook:

All 44 families on the survey list reported being finished with kings.

Chum:

No additional comments.

Sockeye:

All 44 families on the survey list reported being finished with sockeye.

Coho:

There were a few comments from fishennen that the run ofcoho is picking up slowly everyday.

Summary:

In general, most of the families were taking a break from the fish to start on their berry picking
season until the coho run reaches it's peak.
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Appendix BOl.09.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, August 06, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of August 4, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

42 20 0 - 0 20

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor
Good Good Good Good

0 0 0 0 1 17 0 0 0 18 2 0

Chinook:

All families surveyed reported being finished with kings.

Chum:

All families surveyed reported being finished with chums.

Sockeye:

All families surveyed reported being finished with sockeye.

Coho:

No further comments.

Summary:

Many families were still not actively working on Coho harvest efforts due to berry picking
activities. A few comments from fishennen said that the run ofCoho is picking up slowly. Most
observations of those fishing however, stated that the run appeared to be very good compared to
last year, as reflected by catches doing so well even with the high water over the past week.
Several families reported that they have already fulfilled their Coho subsistence needs for the
season.
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Appendix HOl.lO.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, August 14,2001.

Fishing ending the week of August 11, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and

than 6" mesh than 6"
mesh

Reel

37 2 0 1 0 2

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor
Good Good Good Good

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0

Chinook:

All families surveyed reported being finished with kings.

Chum:

No families reported fishing for chums this week.

Sockeye:

All families surveyed reported being finished with sockeye.

Coho:

No further comments.

Summary:

Many families were still not actively working on Coho harvest efforts due to berry picking
activities. Several families reported not fishing this week due to the commercial openings. A few
comments from fishermen said that the run for this year's Coho is so thick that they haven't seen
the fish so thick in a long time.

48



Appendix BOl.ll.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, August 20, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of August 18,2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gi11nets more Gil1nets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and

than 6" mesh than 6"
mesh

Reel

37 2 0 I n/a n/a

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor
Good Good Good Good

0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 2 0

Chinook:

No further comments.

Chum:

No further comments.

Sockeye:

No further comments.

Coho:

No further comments.

Summary:

Many families reported being finish with all salmon subsistence activities. There are only a few
families that are still waiting to fish for Coho and haven't been able to coordinate personal
schedules for fishing with bad weather or commercial openings.
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Appendix BOt.n.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, August 28, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of August 25, 2001.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

44 3 0 0 n/a n/a

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Normal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor
Good Good Good Good

0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 0

Chinook:

No further comments.

Chum:

No further comments.

Sockeye:

No further comments.

Coho:

No further comments.

Summary:

Of the 44 families surveyed this week, all reported achieving their harvest goals for Coho
salmon. 40 reported achieving their harvest goals for all salmon. 4 families reported that they did
not meet their subsistence harvest goals for chum salmon; one ofwho said this was primarily due
to the 2 days per week schedule enacted in July. Most said it was good fishing all summer even
with short/cut down amount of fishing days allowed. A couple people suggested that Fish &
Game, Fish & Wildlife, and Salmon Working Group members should go on KYUK talk show to
recap this year's fishing season and provide projections/outlook for next summer's anticipated
subsistence fishing schedule.
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Appendix B02.01.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, June 17, 2002.

Fishing ending the week of June 15, 2002.

Families Using Using Rod Gillnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

27 23 7 0 23 0

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor Very Normal Poor
Good Good Good Good

21 2 0 3 8 7 3 11 3 0 0 0

Chinook:

Thirteen fishers reported that this year's return on kings is early and strong with fish being larger
than average.

Chum:

Out of the 23 families reported fishing this week none of them reported targeting chums yet and
were only fishing with their king gear.

Sockeye:

No additional comments.

Summary:

ill general, fishers report overall there are lots of fish so far this year. Only 1 fisher reported
catching a fish with abnormalities (white spots in the flesh) compared to this time last year when
such observations were commonly reported.
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Appendix B02.02.-Lower Kuskokwim River fuseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, June 24, 2002.

Fishing ending the week ofJune 22, 2002.

Co ared with this time in a normal ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

17 5 3 3 2 10 10 0 0 0

Chinook:
One fisherman reported the kings slower this week but large in size. One fishennan reported a
lower average ofkings but started fishing late. One fishennan fished with a short and shallow
net and was very surprised to catch kings with it and noted there were a lot ofkings out there.

Chum:
Four fishennen reported the chmns are strong and more abundant this year than the past
couple seasons even while fishing with king gear.

Sockeye:
Seven fishermen reported still using king gear and could have caught more reds with a smaller
mesh size. Five fishers reported still waiting for reds. Two fishers stated the reds as slow for
this time ofyear compared to a normal year.

Summary:
In general, fishers continue to report nms are healthy this year. During this report period
however, several families noted it is fortunate the run is strong, since participation in search
and rescue efforts, funeral activities and cultural prohibitions related to two recent drownings,
the time restriction on subsistence harvest has created further substantial hardship and
disruption to pursuing their subsistence needs. It was also noted that it is getting late in the
month and flies are becoming an increasingly significant problem.
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Appendix B02.03.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 01, 2002.

Fishing ending the week ofJune 29, 2002.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this we:.,;e-;;,:k,:..,.?,..,.."...,.--..,.,

Chinook:
Five fishers reported that the second nm ofkings is in. Most families are in their final week of
fishing for kings.

Chum:
Five fishers reported the chums are larger in size and more ablUldant this year than the past
couple seasons even while fishing with king gear. One long time fisher indicated that the
churns are nearing the end oftheir nUl looking redder in color and having elongated noses.

Sockeye:
Seven fishers reported still using king gear and could have caught more reds with a smaller
mesh size. Eight fishers reported still waiting for reds. A few fishers stated the reds and
chums are reversed from last year, catching two-thirds more chmns than reds, when compared
to last year, catching one-third chl.Ul1S to two-third reds.

Summary:
ill general, families are slowing down in subsistence activities due to the end ofthe month of
JlUle; putting weather, flies and the slowing ofthe nms into perspective.

53



Appendix B02.04.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 08, 2002.

Fishing ending the week of July 06, 2002.

Co

o 2

Chinook:
Nmeteen fishers stated that this week the run for kings has slowed down and is nearing the
end ofthe run for this year. Ten fishers concluded that the run for kings this year was
l.UlUSUa1ly early with larger fish.

Chum:
Seventeen fishers concluded the run ofchums this year was more abundant than the past
couple seasons even while fishing with king gear.

Sockeye:
Nineteen fishers concluded that the run ofreds overall was slow for this year.

Sunnnary:
In general, most everybody is finished with their subsistence fishing for kings, chums and
reds and are focused on taking care oftheir smoke houses and storing their finished dry fish
away for the winter.
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Appendix B02.05.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 15,2002.

Fishing ending the week of July 13, 2002.

ear how are catch rates for sabmn this week?
~

Chinook:
Overall fishers concluded that the nm for kings this year was unusually early but strong with
larger fish

Chum:
Overall fishers concluded the nm ofchurns this year was more abundant than the past couple
seasons with larger fish.

Sockeye:
Overall fishers concluded that the nm ofreds was slow for this year.

Sunmary:
In general, most everybody is finished with their subsistence fishing for kings, chums and reds
and are focused on taking care oftheir smoke houses and storing their finished my fish away for
the winter.
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Appendix B02.06.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsaranniut Native Council, July 21, 2002.

Fishing ending the week of July 20, 2002.

Co ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?=,.....,...,...,.....,

Chinook:
All families surveyed reported being finish with kings for the season.

Chum:
All families surveyed reported being finish with chums for the season.

Sockeye:
All families surveyed reported being finish with sockeyes for the season.

Swnmary:
In general, most everybody is finished with their subsistence fishing for kings, chums and reds
and are focused on berry picking and taking care oftheir smoke houses and storing their
finished dry fish away for the winter, and are waiting for the cohos to start coming strong before
any further effort on salmon fishing.
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Appendix B02.07.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
. Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 29,2002.

Fishing ending the week of July 27, 2002.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?
,...,.".,..,.~

Chinook:
All families surveyed reported being finish with kings for the season. All families reported their
catches as nonnal for this time compared to a normal year.

Chum:
All farniliessurveyed reported being finish with churns for the season. All families reported
their catches as normal for this time compared to a nonnal year.

Sockeye:
All families surveyed reported being finish with sockeyes for the season. All families reported
their catches as normal for this time compared to a nonnal year.

Coho:
Twenty-three families said they had gotten all they wanted already and were done for the
season. Two stated they 1lad gone out yet, and 2 stated no intention offishing for coho.

Sunnnary:
Subsistence fishing for kings, chums, and reds is over for the season. Four fishers mentioned
that like kings and churns, coho appear to be early and larger than normal for this time ofthe
season.
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Appendix B02.08.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, August 5, 2002.

Fishing ending the week ofAugust 3, 2002.

Chinook:
All families surveyed reported being finish with kings for the season.

Chum:
All families surveyed reported being fini~h with chums for the season.

Sockeye:
All families surveyed reported being finish with sockeyes for the season.

Coho:
No additional comments.

Summary:
Subsistence fishing for kings, chums., and reds is over for the season. Six fishers mentioned that
like kings and chum;, coho appear to be early and larger than normal for this time ofthe season.
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Appendix B02.09.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararrriiut Native Council, August 12,2002.

Fishing ending the week of August 10, 2002.

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

.•....•... ~~?O~,;":,f~<.,,~;;.}· ••·.. ,.j,:','·;$.~~:}, .. <.~, •.. :,.·"·;>.L,·;<~;~~8;5~iYY;r·:;:",··, .. :·.Ii)S'L;·:; . :S~~()··, .. :/':" ..'

Very:' Normal" Poor' ':Very' NOrnllil,'Poor Very Nonnal~ Poor' -Very Notin:~1:'Po6r:
Good' ,'" ': "Good .. ' " .. ':' .. ,- -' Good' : ~ , . , " Good" ....

.,,: :.: .'.~:::. , ':' '>'.:: "..' : ':' '•.:; .. ' :'.:' <:' '.. .~ .

o 0 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 0 0

Summary:

No surveys were conducted during this period to produce the standardized reporting format. Per
the section of this contract calling for assistance, involvement and cross-training of ONe
technicians in other Kuskokwim area salmon management projects, Byron Dull was assigned to
the Kogrukluk weir last week, where staffing was also short-handed because of illness. He is
scheduled to return to Bethel the evening of August 15, weather (or forest-fIre smoke/visibility)
permitting.

Moses Anvil was initially scheduled to return from routine medical testing in Anchorage on
August 7, but was informed by Doctor after arrival, for precautionary reasons, to plan on
remaining there until approximately August 20 pending test results.

Informal personal communications with. 20+ fishers over the past week reflected most everyone
having (had) no diffIculty meeting their subsistence needs. One exception was an individual who
stated that he only got 2 fIsh near Bethel on Saturday following the August 9 opening. He
expressed strong concern that the commercial fIshing schedule was too aggressive. Another
fIsher who was out the same day and general location (downriver near Bethel) stated more the
norm of setting only a portion of his net and having to pull in quickly to avoid catching to
many/more than he wanted.
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Appendix B03.01.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, June 11,2003.

Fishing ending the week of June 07, 2003.

Families Using Using Rod Gi1lnets more Gillnets less
Surveyed Driftnets Setnets and than 6" mesh than 6"

mesh
Reel

18 8 1 0 9 0

Compared with this time in a normal year, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook Chum Sockeye Coho

Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor Very Nonnal Poor
Good Good Good Good

7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 a 0

Chinook:

No additional comments.

Chum:

Of the nine families fishing, all stated that it was far to early to make any determination of how
the chum run was developing. One family reported catching 1 chum salmon.

Sockeye:

Of the 9 families fishing, all stated that it was far to early to make any determination of how the
sockeye run was developing. One family reported catching 1 sockeye salmon.

Summary:

Many people have not actively started fishing yet and were unavailable for interviews, but most
who have report that the king run appears to be good so far this year. All stated the expectation
that fish will be running strong and hard next week. Staff focused efforts this week on
distributing ASL sample kits and initial or refreshment training for individuals to gather the
information.
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Appendix B03.02.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararrniut Native Council, June 16,2003.

Fishing ending the week of June 14, 2003.

Chinook:
Eighteen fishers reported the king nm as stronger compared to last week. Seven fishers reported
the fish larger in size compared to last week.

Chum:
Overall, everyone is fishing with king gear and not fishing for chums yet, it is still early in the
season to fish for chlU11.

Sockeye:
Overall, everyone is fishing with king gear and not fishing for sockeye yet, it is still early in the
season to fish for sockeye.

Summary:
Most fishers who were interviewed report that the king nm appears to be good so far this year
and all are happy with their catches. For chums and sockeye, it's too early in the season to
determine how the nms are going to be. All fishers are fishing with king gear and are not
catching a significant aroount ofcln.nm and sockeye due to the sizes oftheir mesh.
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Appendix B03.03.-L<;>wer Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, June 23,2003.

Fishing ending the week of June 21, 2003.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?
.,~

o

Chinook:
Fifteen fishers reported the king run this week are larger in size compared to last week. Nine
fishers reported the king run is still nmning strong and plentiful. Two fishers reported the run is
slowing down and fishing for kings is getting slow. One family fished for kings with rod and
reel but did not get any bites and did not have a connnent for this week.

Chum:
Overall, everyone is fishing with king gear and not fishing for chums yet and had no connnents
for this week. One fisher reported that there are a lot ofchums swirrnning by out there.

Sockeye:
Overall, everyone is fishing with king gear and not fishing for sockeye yet - what was reported
was ''by catch" in their king gear compared to a normal year.

Sunnnary:
Most fishers who were interviewed report that the king run appears to be good so far this year
and all are happy with their catches - also most that reported are finishing up with their harvests
for kings this year. Most fishers are fishing with king gear and are not catching a significant
amount ofchums and sockeye due to the sizes oftheir mesh - but report that chums and reds
appear to be plentiful.
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Appendix B03.04.-Lower Kuskokwim River fuseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, June' 30, 2003.

FIShing ending the week of June 28, 2003.

50 34 2 0 32 4

Chinook:
Fourteen families reported being finished with their king harvests for the summer. Overall,
fishers reported the run is slowing down but larger kings are coming in now.

Chum:
Overall, most everyone is fishing with king gear and not really fishing for chums yet. Some
fishers say chums are better than average compared to last week and more are starting to come.

Sockeye:
Overall, most everyone is fishing with king gear and not really fishing for sockeye yet. Sockeye
are nmning strong and very ahoodant for this weeks opening.

Summary:
Most fishers who were interviewed report that the king run appears to be very good so far this
year and all are happy with their catches - also most that reported are finishing up with their
harvests for kings this year. Most fishers are fishing with king gear and are not catching a
significant amount of chums and sockeye due to the sizes oftheir mesh - but report that chums
and reds appear to be plentiful. Since the 27th

- the :first day ofthe stonny weather chums and
reds have picked up in their nm and are expected to increase in their run in the next two weeks.
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Appendix B03.05.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 07,2003.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly OS, 2003.

Co ear how are catch rates for salmon this week?="...".,..,..,

Chinook:
Thirty-six families reported being finished with their king harvests for the surrnner. Overall,
fishers reported the run is slowing down but larger kings are coming in now and are still bright
in color compared to this time ofyear. .

Chum:
Twenty-five families reported being finished with their chmnharvest for this year. Overall
through last week's stonny weather, the chums have picked up in their munbers and look like
they are returning earlier than last year in good numbers.

Sockeye:
Thirty-six families reported being finished with their sockeye harvests for the sun:nner. Overall
fishers reported the run is slowing down and is coming close to the end on the sockeye's
passmg.

Summary:
Most fishers who were interviewed report that the king run appears to be very good so far this
year and all are happy with their catches - also most that reported are finishing up with their
harvests for kings and reds for this year. Since the 27th

- the first day ofthe stonny weather
chums and reds have picked up in their run and are expected to increase in their run in the next
week Due to the stonny weather - as ofJuly 7th three families that were re-contacted had
spoilage oftheir chum slabs (which were donated to dog mushers), and will be returning back to
fish this next week.
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Appendix B03.06.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 14,2003. .

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 12, 2003.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?===...,."

Chinook:
All families on our sUIVey list reported being finished with their king harvests for the sunnner.
Overall, fishers reported the run is slowing down and the late nm is coming in: more red in color
showing signs ofthe nms completion. .

Chum:
Most families on our survey list reported being finished with their chum harvest for this year.
Overall, fishers report that the chum nm for this week has picked up even more than last week.
Also reported was the chum run having come a week or two ahead compared to the previous
years.

Sockeye:
Thirty-six families reported being finished with their sockeye harvests for the summer. Overall,
fishers reported the nm is slowing down and is coming close to the end on the sockeye's
passmg.

Coho:
Seven fishers reported catching cohos starting last week - which seems early for this time of
year compared to the previous years.

Summary:
Most ofthe families contacted are finished up with their salmon harvests for this year. With
their fish put away for the winter, efforts will be placed on the preparation for the berry picking
season and waiting for the peak nm ofcohos towards the last week ofJuly and the early part of
August.
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Appendix B03.07.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 21,2003.

FIShing ending the week ofJuly 19, 2003.

Co

o 5 0

Chinook:
All families on our survey list reported being finished with their king harvests for the summer.
Overall, fishers reported the king run is over for the summer and all goals were satisfied.

Chum:
Most families on our survey list reported being finished with their chum harvest for this year. .
Overall; fishers report that the chum run was early with a good return offish.

Sockeye:
All families on our survey list reported being finished with their sockeye harvests for the
summer. Overall, fishers reported the run is over for the summer and all goals were satisfied

Coho:
Out ofthe 48 families surveyed during this week, 46 are planning on harvesting cohos when the
run picks up in the next 2 weeks. Out ofall the fishers that fished - plus that were surveyed this
week reported that the cohos are earlier in return in comparison to the previous years.

Summary:
All ofthe families contacted are finished up with their king, sockeye and chum harvests for this
year. With their fish put away for the winter, efforts will be placed on the preparation for the
berrypicking season and waiting for the peak run ofcohos towards the last week ofJuly and the
early part ofAugust.
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Appendix B03.08.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, July 28, 2003.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 26, 2003.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook:
All families on our survey list reported being finished with their king harvests for the smnmer.
All families reported their catches as normal for this time compared to a nonnal year.

Chum:
Most families on our survey list report~ being finished with their chmn harvest for this year.
Overall, fishers report that the chum nul was early with a good return offish. The nUl is
expected to finish offin the next week.

Sockeye:
All families on our survey list reported being finished with their sockeye harvests for the
sunnner. All families reported their catches as nonnal for this time compared to a nonnal year.

Coho:
Out ofthe 48 families surveyed during this week, 40 are planning on harvesting cohos when the
nul picks up in the next week or when there are less incidental catches ofchums. Out ofall the
fishers that fished - plus that were surveyed this week reported that the cohos are earlier in
return in comparison to the previous years and are nmning very good.

Summary:
All ofthe families contacted are finished up with their king, sockeye and chmnhatvests for this
year. With their fish put away for the winter, efforts will be placed on the preparation for the
berry picking season and waiting for the peak nul ofcohos towards the last week ofJuly and the
early part ofAugust.
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Appendix B03.09.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, August 11, 2003.

Fishing ending the week ofAugust 09, 2003.

Co

o 0 0 o o o

Chinook:
All families on our survey list reported being finished with their king harvests for the summer.
All families reported their catches as nonnal for this time compared to a nonnal year.

Chum:
. Most families on our survey list reported being finished with their chum harvest for this year.
... All families reported their catches as nonna1 for this time compared to a normal year.

Sockeye:
All families on our survey list reported being finished with their sockeye harvests for the
summer. All families reported their catches as nonna1 for this time compared to a nonna1 year.

Coho:
Out ofthe 49 families surveyed during this week, 5 are still planning on harvesting cohos. Out
ofall the fishers that fished - plus that were surveyed this week reported that the cohos are
earlier in return in comparison to the previous years and are nmning very good. One rod and
reeler reported that the day he went out he got a catch every other cast and also included that
there are a lot ofcoho in the water.

Summary:
All ofthe families contacted are finished up with their king, sockeye and chum harvests for this
year. With their fish put away for the winter, efforts will be placed on the preparation for the
berry picking and finishing up with cohos through the remainder ofAugust.
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Appendix B03.10.-Lower Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Orutsararmiut Native Council, August 18,2003. .

Fishing ending the week ofAugust 16, 2003.

Co ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?
~..:...,.;;.;~::..,;:.....-=:c.,;..".,;".,..;..",...~"...;.....,..==-:-,.:",..,.,=~~.,..,.",.,.". ,..".,.-",--.......

.~{~:~:

Chinook:
All families on our survey list reported being finished with their king harvests for the sumner.
All families reported their catches as normal for this time compared to a normal year.

Chum: \ . '.
Most families on our survey list reported being finished with their chum harvest for this year.
All families reported their catches as nonnal for this time compared to a normal year.·

Sockeye:
All families on our survey list reported being finished with their sockeye harvests for the
sunnner. All families reported their catches as normal for this time compared to a normal year.

Coho:
Out of the 48 families surveyed during this week, 6 are still planning on harvesting cohos.
Forty-two families on our list are done with their coho harvests. Out ofall the fishers that fished
- plus that were surveyed this week reported that the cohos are earlier in return in comparison to
the previous years and are running very good. The fishers that fished with drift and setnets this
past week said that fishing was smprisingly very good. The fishers that fished with a rod and
reel said that fishing was also very good and there were a lot of fish in the water.

Summary:
All ofthe families contacted are finished up with their king, sockeye and chum harvests for this
year. With their fish put away for the winter, efforts will be plaCed on the preparation for the
berry picking and finishing up with cohos through the remainder ofAugust.
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Appendix COl.Ol.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence,Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, June 11,2001.

Fishing ending the week ofJune 9, 2001.

ear, howare catch rates for sabmn this week?
..".,."...,=...",...,..~~"...,.,...=-

1

Swmmy:
No additional corrrrents.
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Appendix COl.02.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, June 18, 2001. '

Fishing ending the week ofJune 16, 2001.

ear, how are catch rates for sahmn this week?

Sumrmry:
In general, fishers reportednonnal fishing for kin~ and chmn salm:m, and nonml to very
good for sockeye sa1.mm. Several fishers reported that the sockeye run was very strong this
week Several families have reportedbeing done fishing Qrinook for the year. High water
has been a large factor in fishing. J\1any fishers reported that theywould have :finished faster
had the water dropped sorre. J\1any fishers claimthat the fish look very healthy, although
there have been a couple Who claim that the fish have m:re splotches on them than they have
. .
mprevIous years.
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Appendix C01.03.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, June 26, 2001. .

Fishing ending the weekofJune 23, 200t.

ear, how are catch rates for sahmn this week?

~~~~-_.

Sunnnary:
ill general, fishers reportednorrrnl fishing for kings and chmnsal:rnm, and norrrnl to very good
for sockeye sahron. Several families have reported being done fishing Chinook for the year.
Highwater has been a large factor in fishing Nrany:fishers reported that they would have
finished faster had the water dropped sotre. l\1any fishers claimthat the fish lookvery healthy,
although there have been a couple who claimthat the fish have trore splotches on them than
theyhave inprevious years.
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Appendix COl.04.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, July 03,2001.

Fishing ending the week ofJune 30, 2001.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Conunents:
• Kings 30% better than last year.
• Kings could have been stronger.
• Kings slow TIm, in five drifts only two kings no other fish.
• Kings slow TIm.

• Chum using King net that's why they think the run is poor.
• Lots ofReds, really easy fishing for Reds. .
• Water abnonnally high, Reds really strong TIm, ,r<ings less than th~ week before.
• For churns big mesh net or a very slow run that;s why they think it's poor.
• Churns, more than last year.
• Churns, not to many out there.
• Kings, it has slacked down but it should get thicker. Churns poor cause using king net.

Summary:
In general, fishers reported nonnal fishing for kings and chum salmon, and nonnal to very good
for sockeye salmon. Several fishers reported that the sockeye run was very strong this week
Several families have reported being done fishing Chinook for the year. Many fishes report that
the king run is dropping offand that the chum run is weaker than nonnal A majority offishers
claim that the sockeye rtm is much stronger than it has been in previous years.
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Appendix COl.05.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, July 09,2001. .

Fishing ending the week of August 9, 2003.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?,."",...,.,.,.,.,....,==..,..,

Chinook:
No king salmon has been reported being caught in the McGrath area.

Chum:
1family with a set net at the mouth ofthe Takotna River reported the chum run to be normal.
One family with a set net on the Nixon River and one rod and reel fisher at the Takotna and
Nixon River Fork reported the chum run to be poor.

Sockeye:
No additional connnents.

Coho:
Two families with set nets, one at the mouth ofthe Takotna and one on the Nixon River reported
the coho salmon run to be normal and one rod and reel fisher at the Takotna and NIXon River
Fork reports the coho sahnon run to be poor.

Summary:
The water in the Kuskokwim and Takotna Rivers is relatively high and very turbid but it is
starting to drop steady (3-4" a day). The family with the only net set at the mouth ofthe Takotna
has been catching lots ofWhite fish, pikes and suckers along with cohos and chums daily.
During the extremely high water two weeks ago many subsistence fishers' set nets were tom
apart by drifting debris.
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Appendix COl.06.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weeldy Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, July 23, 2001.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 21, 2001.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

o

Chinook:
There was only one Chinook reported as caught, and both families surveyed claim that they
believe the king salmon run as being over.

Chum:
No additional connnents.

Sockeye:
Both families claim to be finished fishing for sockeye and that the run is for the most part,
completed.

Summary:
In general, fishing for king, sockeye and chums on the Middle Kuskokwim River has dropped
off. 24 families reported that they're finished fishing for kings, chums and sockeye. Ofthose 24,
22 reported their harvest goals for kings as being met. Both families cited deaths in the family as
the reason for not meeting their subsistence harvest needs. Of the 24,22 reported their harvest
goals for churns as being met. Again, deaths in the family were cited. All 24 families reported
having their subsistence harvest needs for sockeye met. Ofthose 24, 20 are planning to continue
fishing again once the coho run picks up this fall.

End of Season Fishermen Comments:
Amajority offishermen report that in general, fishing for kings has been nonnal this year as
compared to past years. 'Many fishennen claim the chum run was poor, but ofthose who
reported it as poor, many cited the size ofthe gillnet mesh as the cause. Nearly all fishermen
claim they were pleasantly surprised by the strength ofthe sockeye run. Overall, many ofthe
fishennen claim that the kings, chums and sockeye were healthy looking, and ofnormal size.
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Appendix C02.01.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, June 17,2002..

Fishing ending the week of June 15, 2002.

Com

o 4 7 0 o 0

Chinook:
Seven families said fishing was poor because they weren't catching very many with driftnets
because ofhigh water and the run hasn't peaked. 2 families said that the kings looked smaller
than nonnal.

Chum:
No further comments

Sockeye:
No further comments

Summary:
All of the 11 families say it is still high water. 5 families that were surveyed are waiting till
run gets stronger, and then they will start fishing. One of the families surveyed consists of 5
families using one fishcamp. One family said a few kings looked like they had sores or scares
on them, but most looked healthy. Most families surveyed said they are fishing for 50-100
kings. Two families said that it harder to fish because they are getting older, net getting to
heavy to set and pullout. Anticipate more families to go out within the next 2 weeks.
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Appendix C02.02.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, June 25, 2002.

Fishing ending the week of June 22, 2002.

Chinook:
No further comments.

Chum:
Twelve families reported that there are a lot of chums this year compared to last year.

Sockeye:
Four families indicated that the sockeye run is still building and that they are waiting till next
week to fish.

Summary:
Fishers reported that most of the king salmon are looking good, however, some families report
that a few kings have sores on them. 4 families are done harvesting king salmon. Several other
families are waiting for sockeye run to increase. The water level is dropping steady and the
weather has been good for drying fish. Most families reported better fishing this week since
the water levels dropped.
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Appendix C02.03.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, July 1, 2002.

Fishing ending the week of June 29, 2002.

Com

4 5 6 8

Chinook:
No further comments

Chum:
No further comments

Sockeye:
No furth.er comments

Summary:
Four households reported that they were done fishing until the Coho arrives. There were
comments that the fish were late for this time of year. The fishing picked up after the water
dropped.
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Appendix C02.04.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Wee1dy Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, July 08, 2002.

Fishing ending the week of July 06, 2002.

Chinook:
No further comments

Chum:
No further comments

Sockeye:
No further comments

Summary:
3 families were surveyed, one of the families did not fish. The other 2 families are waiting for
the coho run.
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Appendix C02.05.-Middle Kuskokwim River fnseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, July 15,2002.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 13, 2002.

ooo

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

oo

Chinook:
No finther corrnnents

Chum:
No finther corrnnents

Sockeye:
No finther comments

Summary:
One family reported that there were to many flies to put up fish One family reported that
they were done fishing until the Coho nm.
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Appendix C03.01.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, June 16,2003.

Fishing ending the week of June 14, 2003.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

o 0

Chinook:
One family has reported that they have already caught what they thought was needed for the
season.

Chum:
Fishers said that chums are late this year. Some fishers commented that high water has made it
more difficult to catch fish.

Sockeye:
No further comments

Summary:
Those that were surveyed seven have started before or during the first week in June. About ten
have started during the second week in June. Some have indicated starting at the middle of the
second week in June. Up-river: one indicated that the fish just started to hit and had to stop
fishing because of the closure. Few have commented that the closure was a good idea.
Although some commented that it should be open but leave the closure schedule as is for the
lower Kuskokwim area.
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Appendix C03.02.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, June 23,2003.

Fishing ending the week of June 21, 2003.

Com

Chinook:
No further comments.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chum:
There are a few families not fishing for chums this year.

Sockeye:
No further comments.

Summary:
People are finding it hard to catch fish when schedule is open because there are more people
fishing the same areas in the Aniak .area. A few have indicated that the salmon run is a little
late this year. A couple of people have said that last year there was more fish for this time of
the year.

One family reported fishing only for kings this season. One person from the Kalskag area has
reported seeing some type of boil on the side of one fish. One person also from the Kalskag
area reported seeing white spots on the inside of a fish that looked like pus. One in the Aniak
area reported that some of the fish felt soft.

I also may have not received all the surveys from the Kalskag technician.
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Appendix C03.03.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, June 30, 2003. .

Fishing ending the week of June 28, 2003.

Com

Chinook:
No further comments.

Chum:
No further comments.

Sockeye:
No further comments

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?
=~...",. j0==-:;~71

Summary:
About half of the people surveyed in the Aniak area reported that they are done fishing for
the season. Three in Kalskag area reported that they will be done fishing during the next
open schedule. One family reported that they are done but would fish for a few more fish just
to salt. One family reported not fishing this last week but will continue fishing during the.
next open schedule. Two families reported that they are just about to finish fishing for the
season. One family who reported being done did not reach their harvest goal this year.

83



Appendix C03.04.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, July 07,2003.

Fishing ending the week of July 05,2003.

Com

o 8 0

Chinook:
No further comments.

Chum:
No further comments.

Sockeye:
No further comments.

Summary:
The reports from the Kalskag technician were faxed to the Aniak office but I did not receive
them all. Four families surveyed reported that they were done fishing for the season. Six
families reported that they did not fish during last week. One reported that their outboard
motor broke down. One reported that they did not fish because of the rainy weather. One .
family reported not fishing this last week but will fish more during the rest of the season. One
family reported that the chum salmon are thick this last week. Another family reported seeing
lots of ripples offish swimming up river close to the riverbank.
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Appendix C03.05.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, July 14,2003.

Fishing ending the week of July 12, 2003.

Chinook:
No further comments.

Chum:
No further comments.

Sockeye:
No further comments

Summary:
Fourteen families reported being done fishing for the season and one who reported being done
will fish later when the silvers are running their course up the river. Nine families report not
fishing this last week. A few surveyed said that they are waiting for the silvers to arrive to
begin fishing again.
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Appendix C03.06.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, August 5, 2003.

Fishing ending the week of July 19, 2003.

Chinook:
No further comments.

Chum:
No further comments.

Sockeye:
No further comments

Summary:
This is all the information given to me to date. I was up river at the George River weir during
the week July 19th until the 24th

. On July 24th I then went to Tatlawiksuk River weir and
returned to Aniak on the 31 st of July. I was cross-training during the duration of the two weeks
at the two sites.
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Appendix C03.07.-Middle Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weeldy Report,
Kuskokwim Native Association, August 12,2003.

Fishing ending the week ofAugust 09, 2003.

o o

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

4 o

Chinook:
No finther comnents.

Chum:
No finther cotnrreIlts.

Sockeye:
No finther comrrents.

Coho:
No finther comnents.

Summary:
Most families reported being done fishing for the season There are only two families that are
still fishing for coho. There are a few fishing with a rod and reel for the silvers during the
annual fishing derby here in Aniak.
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Appendix DOl.Ol.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, June 26, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of June 23, 2001.

Summary:
The subsistence fishers here have only been catching kings in their nets and very few of them.
All of them reported that the king salmon look healthy and of good size. Two fishermen
reported that there is less fish compared to last year and one reported that there was more fish
than last year. All of their nets are set at the mouth of the Takotna River. These three families
are still fishing for king salmon and are hoping to get more.

In general, there are very few people subsistence fishing in the McGrath area. However, the
fish are here and families have been catching them. For the time being, most of the regular
subsistence fishers are tied up with other commitments. There are two big construction
companies in McGrath at the moment and they will be here until late August. In addition, the
Division of Forestry (DNR) is firing up for the summer fire season. Most of the fishers are
working twelve-hour days and they really do not have time to do any fishing right now.
Maybe in the middle of July we might see more families fishing.
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Appendix DOl.02.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 03,2001.

Fishing ending the week of June 30, 2001.

ear, how are catch rates for sabmn this week?
~=~

Sunmary:
The family reported that their subsistence catches for king sahron was average compared to a
nonna! year. They reported that the king sahmn looked healthy and was in good condition
and ofaverage size.

In general, everyone has been too busyto do any subsistence fishing this season. But, since
the holiday weekend is comingup, I know that a lot offamilies are going down river to go
king salmon fishing. I have sent three families that are going down river with scaling kits and
I will contact them to do the surveys when they return.
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Appendix DOl.03.-Upper Kuskokwim River fuseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 10, 2001.

Fishing ending the week of July 07, 2001.

Chinook:
Everyone seemed to be pleased with the quality of the king salmon that they were catching.
They reported that there were more fish compared to last year and that the fish were of good
shape and size.

Comments:
• My catch compared to last was a lot better. There seemed to be more fish and they

were healthier.
• The fish were a little bit bigger than normal but there are some small ones.
• Bigger and better fish than last year. They also look healthy they had some bruises but

they weren't all beat up.
• More fish than last year the sizes are good and the fish look healthy.
• . Lot of fish, good size.

Summary:
In general, fishing has picked up on the Upper Kuskokwim and the fishers are very pleased
with what they are catching. Like I reported before, everyone agrees that compared to a
normal year there are more fish and that they are in good shape. It looks like fishing is going
to slow down around here until the coho salmon start running.
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Appendix DOl.04.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 17,2001.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 14, 2001.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?....'::

Chinook:
The subsistence fishers here in the McGrath area were all satisfied with the quality ofthe
kings they caught. Since the king salmon run is slowing down, so is the aInOlmt ofpeople
fishing. The fishers reported that the fish that they caught were in good condition and were
a lot bigger than last year. One family reported that they were pulling their set net because
the king salmon that they were catching were showing apparent signs ofbruising and puss
spots. Other than that one family, everyone else was happy with the quality and the amount
ofkings that they caught.

Chum:
Two families reported catching chum salmon. Both families reported that they were not
intending to catch the chums, so they released them back into the river. They reported that
the chums looked healthy and in good condition.

Sockeye:
No additional corrnnents.

Coho:
No additional corrnnents.
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Appendix D02.01.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, June 17,2002.

Fishing ending the week of June 15, 2002.

Com ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

~~

Chinook:
One family indicated that their subsistence catches for king salmon was very good compared
to a normal year. One family stated they have not tried fishing this early before and had no
comparison to make, but he stated he was catching king salmon.

Chum:
None of the families surveyed reported they tried to harvest chum salmon.

Sockeye:
None of the families surveyed reported they tried to harvest sockeye salmon.

Summary:
Based on comments from people in McGrath, fishing this year has been good due to very low
water levels. So far, there are only a couple people fishing.

92



Appendix D02.02.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,.
McGrath Native Village Council, June 25,2002.

Fishing ending the week of June 22, 2002.

Chinook:
No additional comments.

Chum:
No additional comments.

Sockeye:
No additional comments.

Summary:
One family stated the fishing was very good this year and he has already reached his harvest
goal for kings, I family stated it was poor and he needs to find a new eddy to set his net at
because he wasn't doing too well at the mouth of the Takotna. There are very few people
fishing in McGrath at this time, most likely due to the heavy fire season this year with people
working long hours at the Department ofNatural Resources. It is also due to the fishing
schedule, it is a hassle for the fishers to take out and put their net back in every week. I would
recommend canceling that fishing schedule for upriver people since they catch so few fish
with their set nets. One of the people whom I interviewed last week is out of town right now. I
have been notified of a family fishing downriver at their fish camp and I am going to contact
one oftheir family members to get the location of the fish camp and make a trip down there.
So far we haven't been able to get any fish scale samples, because nobody wants to "waste"
their time on them. We have placed public service announcements on the radio and the
community Internet message board notifying people of what we are doing.
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Appendix D02.03.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Wee1dy Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 02,2002.

Fishing ending the week ofJune 29, 2002.

oooo

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?
==~

Co

Summary:
One of the people "Who stated their catch rates as poor went down to the Tatlawitsik. One
family located up the Takotna River rated their catch as poor and one family up the NIXon
River rated their catch as poor and that it was the worst they've ever seen up that way and
theyjust stopped fishing The 2 families that rated their catches as very good at this time
were located at Blackwater and Salmon River. I also went up to Salmon River this weekend
and rated the catch rates as nonnal, although it is still kind ofearly. Based upon what I
thought and having talked to other people up that way, the fish should really be nnming
strong up the Salmon River this weekend The family at Blackwater stated the fish were in
good health this year, much better than a couple years ago when they weren't that well.
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Appendix D02.04.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 09,2002.
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Appendix D02.05.-Upper Kt;skokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 16,2002.

FIShing ending the week ofJuly 13, 2002.

Co

2 4

ear, how are catch rates for sabmn this week?
~~~ ..,......,.-..."",...,."

Summary:
Takotna River - Poor king season ofthe fishers I interviewed, churns are better than
IlCJlml1.
SalnmRiver - Talking withNikolai, they say thenm peaked last week but there is still a
lot offish there. The kings I was catching on Slll1day there were too illlCh for my gear even
- big, healthy fish
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Appendix D02.06.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weeldy Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 23,2002.

FIShing ending the week ofJuly 20, 2002.

ear, how are catch rates for salnDn this week?

Chinook:
Salmon River - 4 families indicated that their subsistence catches for king salmon was normal
compared to a normal year. One family rated their catch as ok at this time.

Chum
No additional connnents.

Sockeye:
No additional comments.

Summary:
Salmon River - Talking with NIkolai, they say the run has slowed significantly in the past
weeks. While at Sahmn River, I collected 17 scale samples from 9males and 8 females.

97



Appendix D02.07.-Upper Kuskokwim ~ver Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 30, 2002.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 27, 2002.

Chinook:
Salmon River - All the families quit fishing on Friday because it was to slow. "The nm is over."

Chum:
No additional comments.

Sockeye:
No additional comments.

Sunnnary:
No additional comments.
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Appendix D02.08.-Upper Kuskokwim River Insea~on Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, August 19,2002.

Fishing ending the week of August 17, 2002.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?
","" -...:=,---,.."

Summary:
There were lots of coho and they were easy to catch. Water level is dropping. There is a lot of
salmon and they are big.
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Appendix D03.01.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseaspn Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, June 16,2003.

Fishing ending the week of June 14,2003.

Com

Chinook:

Chum:

Sockeye:

ear how are catch rates for salmon this week?
~=,.,.-,-,

o

Summary:
I just returned from Anchorage today and I am going to Takotna tonight. Clinton Goods and I
are going up the Takotna River to set live traps to acquire juvenile data. We should start
putting the weir together on Friday ifthe water drops enough. By next Monday I plan to have
started surveying locals; hopefully the salmon will have started to run. Details will be in next
week's summary.

One net observed in the mouth of the Takotna River. No one has reported catching any king
salmon yet. The public has not been contacted yet. The MNVC staff will post flyers tomorrow.
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Appendix D03.02.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, June 23, 2003.

Fishing ending the week of June 21, 2003.

Com ear how are catch rates for salmon tbis week?
~~+-..;..,.,.,:.","""=",.,....".".",.,..:.~~=....."..,.-:",,,",~~~ .,.,...,......,.""....,....,

Chinook:
One family reported the king run is early and is very good. They have been catching at least 5 .
kings a day since the second week?f June at their fish camp at Black Water Slough. Up the
Takotna and Nixon River the home~eaders said they have not seen any kings this year. They
have caught a lot of white fish, suckers and pike. At Crooked Creek the run was reported to be
very strong 7 kings were caught drift netting by a McGrath family that went there to
subsistence fish.

Chum:
At Crooked Creek, the chum run was reported to be normal, 9 were caught and all 9 were put
·back in the water.

Sockeye:
At Crooked Creek, sockeye salmon were reported to have a very good, strong run 10 were
caught drift netting with an undetennined mesh size.

Summary:
At Black Water, Phillip Esai reported to have caught 4 kings on June 11. While at Black
Water we helped Phillip check his set net and pulled 14 beautiful kings. 13 out of the 14 were
males.

The McGrath family that went to Crooked Creek to subsistence fish caught a total of 7 kings,
10 sockeye, 9 churns and 2 sheefish in 3 drifts.
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Appendix D03.03.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsisten~e Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, June 30, 2003.

Fishing ending the week ofJune 28, 2003.

Chinook:
No additional comments.

Chum:
Nine ofthe families reported that it is too early to detennine the status ofthe chumrun. One
family reported to have been catching about 1chum every other day at the mouth ofthe Takotna
River. One family reported two chumcaught and released after seven drifts at Crooked Creek

Sockeye:
Ten families reported there are no sockeye salmon this far up the Kuskokwim River. One family
reported the sockeye run is very good at Crooked Creek

Sunnnary:
The water is a little high still in the McGrath area A few fishers statedmaybe the salmon are
nmning under their set nets.
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Appendix D03.04.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon,Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 07,2003,

Fishing ending the week of July 05, 2003.

Chinook:
No additional comments.

Chum:
No chum has been reported being caught in the McGrath area.

Sockeye:
No sockeye has been reported being caught in the McGrath area.

Summary:
Water dropped on the 4th people were catching salmon at the mouth of the Takotna. The water
raised up now fishers report lots of sticks floating down.
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Appendix D03.05.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 13,2003.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 12, 2003.

Chinook:
One family with a set net reported the nm. to be very good One rod and reel fisher reported
the king nUl at the Tatliwitsik River to be very welL Two rod and reel fishers reported the
king nm. to be moderate to very well at Salmon River. 2 families at Grayling Creek reported
the king nul to be normal forthis week. 2 fishers at Stony River with a set net reported the
king nm. to be nonna!.

Chum:
One rod and reel fisher at the Tatliwitsik River reported the churn nm. to be very well. Two
fishers using set net at StonyRiver reported the churn nUl to be nonna!.

Sockeye:
Two families reported the sockeye nul to be very well. Both families traveled downriver to
Stony River. Both families reported the salmon to be in very good shape.

Sunnnary:
The water on the Upper Kuskokwim is still very high and raising. There are lots of sticks
floating down. :Many fishers are out oftown or are to busy to check nets. :Manypeople
connnented on resetting their nets for the coho nul in August.
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Appendix D03.06.-Upper Kuskokwim River fuseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 20,2003.

Fishing ending the week of July 19, 2003.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

C4inook:
One family using rod and reel at Salmon River reported the king run to be very good. One
family with a set net at the mouth of the Takotna reported the king run to be poor. One family
with a set net on the South Fork of the Kuskokwim in Nikolai reported the king run to be poor,
catching only white fish.

Chum:
No chum has been reported being ca':lght in the McGrath area.

Sockeye:
No sockeye has been repprted being caught in the McGrath area.

Summary:
The water is dropping steadily on the Kuskokwim and lower Takotna. The king run in the
McGrath area has seemed to slow down drastically. There is only one salmon net set in the
McGrath area. Near spawning areas the run is reported to be very thick.
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Appendix D03.07.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, July 27,2003.

Fishing ending the week ofJuly 26, 2003.

2 o

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?
=~..".".,....,...--.,...,....""..=..,.,.,...,..,..",JI",,.,..,.,,..,.,.<.....,,,-,..,...,..-,- - ~~~

o

Chinook:
One family with a set net with 6" mesh or larger at the mouth ofthe Takotna River reported
the king nm to be poor. This family reported to have pulled their net last Friday and are done
for kings this year. Two families using rod and reel at Salmon River reported the king nm to
be very good.

Chum:
No chmn has been reported being caught in the McGrath area.

Sockeye:
No sockeye has been reported being caught in the McGrath area Three families from
McGrath traveled down the Kuskokwim River late last week to fish for sockeyes but have
not returned yet.

Summary:
There are no nets set in the McGrath area. Most people are finished for the king and chmn
season, some fishers said they might reset their nets for cohos. The one family that had a net
set last week reported to have been catching one or two kings a day early last week when
they pulled their net. At the king salmon spawning area, Salmon River, the nm is reported to
be very strong still. ''The river is packed from one bank to the other with king salmon, if
some one says the run is bad, they are lying," was a quote from a rod and reel fisher at
Salmon River.
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Appendix D03.08.-Upper Kuskokwim River Inseason Subsistence Salmon Harvest Weekly Report,
McGrath Native Village Council, August 10,2003.

Fishing ending the week of August 9, 2003.

ear, how are catch rates for salmon this week?

Chinook:
No king salmon has been reported being caught in the McGrath area.

Chum:
1 family with a set net at the mouth of the Takotna River reported the chum run to be normal.
One family with a set net on the Nixon River and one rod and reel fisher at the Takotna and
Nixon River Fork reported the chum run to be poor.

Sockeye:
No additional comments.

Coho:
Two families with set nets, one at the mouth of the Takotna and one on the Nixon River
reported the coho salmon run to be nonnal and one rod and reel fisher at the Takotna and
Nixon River Fork reports the coho salmon run to be poor.

Summary:
The water in the Kuskokwim and Takotna Rivers is relatively high and very turbid but it is
starting to drop steady (3-4" a day). The family with the only net set at the mouth of the
Takotna has been catching lots of white fish, pikes and suckers along with cohos and chums
daily. During the extremely high water two weeks ago many subsistence fishers' set nets were
tom apart by drifting debris.
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